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Abstract

We study weak Harnack inequality and a priori Hölder regularity of harmonic functions for
symmetric nonlocal Dirichlet forms on metric measure spaces with volume doubling condition.
Our analysis relies on three main assumptions: the existence of a strongly local Dirichlet form
with sub-Gaussian heat kernel estimates, a tail estimate of the jump measure outside balls
and a local energy comparability condition. We establish the robustness of our results, ensur-
ing that the constants in our estimates remain bounded, provided that the order of the scale
function appearing in the tail estimate and local energy comparability condition, maintains a
certain distance from zero. Additionally, we establish a sufficient condition for the local energy
comparability condition.
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1 Introduction and Main results

1.1 Introduction

Regularity results for nonlocal Dirichlet forms are of significant importance in both analysis and
probability theory. Extensive studies have been dedicated to this area. See, for example, [6, 7, 8, 9,
10, 17, 18, 23, 38, 48, 51]. A typical example of a nonlocal regular Dirichlet form (E ,F) on a metric
measure (M,d, µ) is defined by

E(f, g) =
ˆ

M×M
(f(x)− f(y))(g(x) − g(y))J(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy), f, g ∈ F ,

where J(x, y) is a symmetric measurable function on M ×M satisfying

C−1

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))d(x, y)βs
≤ J(x, y) ≤ C

µ(B(x, d(x, y)))d(x, y)βs
for all x, y ∈ M , (1.1)

with C > 1 and s ∈ (0, 1). Here β ≥ 2 represents the walk dimension of M . This includes the
Dirichlet form associated with the fractional Laplacian −(−∆)s on R

d. Notably, while the walk
dimension of the Euclidean space is 2, many fractals are known to have the walk dimension β > 2,
potentially resulting in βs exceeding 2.

When βs > 2, a significant challenge in obtaining regularity estimates arises due to the fact
that the domain of the Dirichlet form may not include all Lipschitz functions. This necessitates
careful construction of cutoff test functions a priori to obtain the desired regularity estimates. This
issue was independently addressed by introducing cutoff Sobolev inequality and generalized capacity
condition in [21, 20, 18] and [29], respectively. However, verifying these conditions is challenging
without the two-sided pointwise bounds (1.1) for the density of the jump kernel, except in cases such
as when (M,d) is an ultra-metric space (see [9]), where the domain of the Dirichlet form includes
all characteristic functions on open balls.

In this work, we deal with metric measure spaces with the walk dimension β ≥ 2. The paper
is divided into two parts. In the first part, we introduce the local energy comparability condition
rECβ(s) (see Definition 1.3(ii) below) and show that it implies robust versions of fractional Poincaré
inequality, Faber-Krahn inequality and cutoff Sobolev inequality on metric measure spaces, under
the tail estimate of the jump measure outside balls rTJβ(s) (see Definition 1.3(i)). The condition
rECβ(s) is easier to verify compared to the cutoff Sobolev inequality or the generalized capacity
condition, especially when βs ≥ 2. We provide a sufficient condition for rECβ(s) that applies to
degenerate jump kernels, extending the work of [15]. To the best of our knowledge, for βs ≥ 2, this
result gives the first general verification of the cutoff Sobolev inequality for nonlocal operators with
degenerate jump kernels, except when (M,d) is an ultrametric space.

In the second part, by adapting recent techniques from [18, 20, 21, 29], we establish robust weak
Harnack inequality and a priori Hölder regularity for harmonic functions of nonlocal Dirichlet forms,
ensuring that the constants in these estimates remain bounded as s approaches 1. While robust
results have been established for nonlocal operators on Euclidean spaces (e.g., [14, 25, 24, 34]), we
extend this approach to general metric measure spaces.

1.2 Main result

Let (M,d) be a locally compact separable metric space and µ be a Radon measure on M with full
support. The triple (M,d, µ) is referred to as a metric measure space. For p ∈ [1,∞], denote by
Lp(M) the Lp-space Lp(M ;µ), and by ‖·‖p the norm in Lp(M). The inner product in L2(M) will
be denoted by 〈·, ·〉. For x ∈ M and r > 0, we use B(x, r) to denote the open ball of radius r
centered at x, and V (x, r) for µ(B(x, r)). Set

R := diam(M) ∈ (0,∞].
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Throughout this paper, we assume that all open balls in M are relatively compact and there exist
constants α > 0 and C > 1 such that

V (x,R)

V (x, r)
≤ C

(
R

r

)α

for all x ∈ M and 0 < r ≤ R. (VD)

Condition VD is known as the volume doubling property. Note that VD is equivalent to the following
condition:

V (y,R)

V (x, r)
≤ C

(
R+ d(x, y)

r

)α

for all x, y ∈ M and 0 < r ≤ R. (VD*)

Let C : D[C]×D[C] → R be a non-negative definite symmetric bilinear form where D[C] is a dense
subspace of L2(M). For λ > 0, define Cλ(f, g) = C(f, g) + λ〈f, g〉. The symmetric form (C,D[C]) is
called a Dirichlet form on L2(M), if (i) D[C] is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product
C1 and (ii) for any f ∈ D[C], f+ ∧ 1 ∈ D[C] and C(f+ ∧ 1, f+ ∧ 1) ≤ C(f, f). The Dirichlet form
(C,D[C]) is called regular if D[C]∩Cc(M) is dense in D[C] with C1-norm and dense in Cc(M) with the
sup-norm, where Cc(M) denotes the space of all continuous functions on M with compact supports.
For a given regular Dirichlet form (C,D[C]), it is known that each function f ∈ D[C] admits a
quasi-continuous version f̃ on M (see [27, Theorem 2.1.3]). In this paper, whenever referring to a
regular Dirichlet form (C,D[C]), we always consider a quasi-continuous version of f ∈ D[C], which
we denote as f without further explicit indication.

Let (C,D[C]) be a regular Dirichlet form. The generator LC of (C,D[C]) is defined by a self-
adjoint non-positive definite operator in L2(M) whose D(LC) consists of exactly those f ∈ D[C]
that there is unique u ∈ L2(M) so that

C(f, g) = −〈u, g〉 for all g ∈ D[C],

and LCf = u. Let (P C
t )t>0 be the associated semigroup for LC . Then (P C

t )t≥0 defines a contraction
semigroup on Lp(M) for every p ∈ [1,∞]. By general theory (see [27]), there exists a µ-symmetric
Hunt process ZC = {ZC

t , t ≥ 0;Px, x ∈ M \ N} associated with (C,D[C]), where N is a properly
exceptional set, in the following sense: For any p ∈ [1,∞] and any Borel function f ∈ Lp(M),

P C
t f(x) = E

x[f(ZC
t )] for µ-a.e. x ∈ M.

A Dirichlet form (C,D[C]) is called strongly local, if C(f, g) = 0 for all f, g ∈ D[C] such that f
has a compact support and g is constant in a neighborhood of supp[f ]. The form (C,D[C]) is called
conservative if P C

t 1M = 1M for all t > 0.

Let β > 1. We say that (M,d, µ) satisfies condition Exi(β) with the walk dimension β, if there
exists a conservative strongly local Dirichlet form (EL,FL) on L2(M) that has a jointly measurable
heat kernel q with the following estimate: There exist constants η ∈ (0, 1/2), ci > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, such
that for all t > 0 and µ-a.e. x, y ∈ M ,

c1

V (x, t1/β)
1{d(x,y)≤ηt1/β} ≤ q(t, x, y) ≤ c2

V (x, t1/β)
exp

(
− c3

(
d(x, y)β

t

)1/(β−1))
. (1.2)

Example 1.1. The Euclidean space R
d satisfies Exi(2) with EL(f, f) = 1

2

´

Rd |∇f |2dx. If M is
a geodesically complete Riemannian manifold and the Ricci curvature of M is non-negative, then
Exi(2) is satisfied. We refer to [28, 43, 49]. Moreover, many fractals including the Vicsek set, the
d-dimensional Sierpiński gasket and Sierpiński traingle satisfy Exi(β) for some β > 2. See, for
example, [2, 3, 26, 39, 40] and references therein.
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Many studies have explored the equivalent characterization of (1.2) using Harnack inequality and
functional inequalities such as Poicaré and cutoff Sobolev inequalities, and the generalized capacity
condition for strongly local Dirichlet forms. See, for example, [1, 4, 5, 32, 33].

We recall the following consequences of condition Exi(β) from [37, Theorem 4.5 and Lemma 4.7]
and [5, Theorem 3.1].

Proposition 1.2. Suppose that Exi(β) holds for β > 1. Then β ≥ 2 and the following reverse
volume doubling property holds: There exist constants C > 1 and α0 > 0 such that

V (x,R)

V (x, r)
≥ C−1

(
R

r

)α0

for all x ∈ M and 0 < r ≤ R < R. (RVD)

Moreover, the heat kernel q(t, x, y) can be chosen to be jointly continuous on (0,∞) ×M ×M and
the µ-symmetric Hunt process Z = {Zt, t ≥ 0;Px, x ∈ M} associated with (EL,FL) can be modified
to start from every point in M .

Condition Exi(β) will be in force throughout this paper.

This assumption allows us to construct a specific class of nonlocal Dirichlet forms through
subordination, which in turn facilitates the establishment of a priori robust function inequalities.
By Proposition 1.2, we have β ≥ 2 and (M,d, µ) satisfies RVD with α0 ∈ (0, α], where α is the
constant in VD. Further, the process Z associated with (EL,FL) has a jointly continuous heat kernel
q(t, x, y) and can start from any point in M .

We consider a nonlocal bilinear form (E ,F) on L2(M) defined as

E(f, g) =
ˆ

M×M
(f(x)− f(y))(g(x) − g(y))J(dx, dy),

F = E1-closure of {f ∈ Cc(M) : E(f, f) < ∞} ,
(1.3)

where J(dx, dy) is a symmetric Borel measure on M × M . Denote by B(M) the σ-algebra of all
Borel sets of M . We assume that there exists J : M × B(M) → [0,∞) satisfying the following
properties:

(1) For every x ∈ M , J(x, ·) is a Borel measure.
(2) For every E ∈ B(M), the map x 7→ J(x,E) is a Borel function on M .
(3) J(dx, dy) = J(x, dy)µ(dx) in M ×M .

To state our results precisely, we introduce several conditions for (E ,F). From now on, we fix
constants R0 ∈ (0, R) and s0 ∈ (0, 1), and denote a constant as ‘independent of s ∈ [s0, 1)’, if it
may rely on s0 but remains unaffected by the particular value of s.

Definition 1.3. Let s ∈ [s0, 1).

(i) We say that E satisfies the robust tail estimate condition rTJβ(s)=rTJβ(R0, s0, s) if there exists
a constant Λ > 0 independent of s such that for all x ∈ M and r ∈ (0, R0),

J(x,B(x, r)c) ≤ Λ(1− s)

rβs
.

(ii) We say that E satisfies the robust energy comparability condition rECβ(s)=rECβ(R0, s0, s) if
there exist constants C,K0 ≥ 1 independent of s such that for all x0 ∈ M , r ∈ (0, R0) and
f ∈ L2(B(x0, r)),

ˆ

B(x0,r)×B(x0,r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

≥ C−1(1− s)

ˆ

B(x0,r/K0)×B(x0,r/K0)

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy). (1.4)
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Remark 1.4. (i) If J(dx, dy) has a density J(x, y) with respect to µ × µ and there exists C ≥ 1
independent of s such that

C−1(1 − s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
≤ J(x, y) ≤ C(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
for all x, y ∈ M,

then rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s) hold.
(ii) The opposite direction for (1.4) holds under rTJβ(s). See Proposition 3.2 below.
(iii) Condition rECβ(s) is motivated by condition (A) in [24], where robust estimates in the Euclidean
space were established. For general criteria and examples of nonlocal Dirichlet forms on L2(Rd)
satisfying rECβ(s) (with K0 = 1), we refer to [13, 24]. Our novelty is allowing the constant K0

to be strictly larger than 1. This makes it possible to verify rECβ(s) using a more accessible non-
degeneracy condition. Refer to [15, (1.4)] for the Euclidean space case and Theorem 1.14 for its
generalization to general metric measure spaces.

For an open set U ⊂ M with positive measure and f ∈ L1(U), we let

fU :=
1

µ(U)

ˆ

U
fdµ.

Definition 1.5. Let s ∈ [s0, 1). We say that (E ,F) satisfies the robust Poincaré inequality
rPIβ(s)=rPIβ(R0, s0, s), if there exist constants C > 0 and K1 ≥ 1 independent of s such that
for any x0 ∈ M , 0 < r < R0/K1 and f ∈ F ,

ˆ

B(x0,r)
(f − fB(x0,r))

2dµ ≤ Crβs
ˆ

B(x0,K1r)×B(x0,K1r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy).

For a non-empty open set D ⊂ M , let FD be the closure of F ∩Cc(D) in F with respect to the
E1-norm. The form (E ,FD) is called the part of (E ,F) on D. It is known that if (E ,F) is a regular
Dirichlet form on L2(M), then (E ,FD) is a regular Dirichlet form on L2(D) (see [27, Theorem
4.4.3]).

Definition 1.6. Let s ∈ [s0, 1). We say that (E ,F) satisfies the robust Faber-Krahn inequality
rFKβ(s)=rFKβ(R0, s0, s), if there exist constants C > 0 and K2 ≥ 1 independent of s such that for
any x0 ∈ M , 0 < r < R0/K2, non-empty open set D ⊂ B(x0, r) and any f ∈ FD with ‖f‖2 = 1,

(
V (x0, r)

µ(D)

)βs/α

≤ C

(
rβs
ˆ

B(x0,K2r)×B(x0,K2r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) + 1

)
. (1.5)

Note that we use a local energy term incremented by 1 on the right-hand side of (1.5), differing
from the typical use of rβsE(f, f) in previous works.

For open subsets U and V of M , the notation U ⋐ V means that U ⊂ V .

Definition 1.7. Let U and V be open sets of M with U ⋐ V and κ ≥ 1. We say that a measurable
function ϕ on M is a κ-cutoff function for U ⋐ V , if 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ κ in M , ϕ ≥ 1 in U and ϕ = 0 in V c.
Any 1-cutoff function is simply referred to as a cutoff function.

Denote F̃ := {u+ a : u ∈ F , a ∈ R} and F̃b := F̃ ∩L∞(M). Since E has no killing part, we can
extend the form E from F to F̃ by letting

E(u+ a, v + b) := E(u, v), for all u, v ∈ F , a, b ∈ R.
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Definition 1.8. Let s ∈ [s0, 1). We say that (E ,F) satisfies the robust cutoff Sobolev inequality
rCSβ(s)=rCSβ(R0, s0, s), if for any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists C = C(ε) > 0 independent of s such that
the following holds: For any x0 ∈ M and R, r > 0 with R+ 2r < R0, there exists a cutoff function
φ ∈ F for B(x0, R) ⋐ B(x0, R+ r) such that for all f ∈ F̃b,

ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)×M
f(x)2(φ(x) − φ(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ ε

ˆ

B(x0,R+r)×B(x0,R+2r)
φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) +

C

rβs

ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)
f2dµ. (1.6)

For s ∈ (0, 1), define a Sobolev-Slobodeckij space W βs/2,2(M) by

W βs/2,2(M) :=

{
u ∈ L2(M) :

ˆ

M×M

(u(x)− u(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy) < ∞

}
. (1.7)

Our first main result is the following theorem. The proof of this theorem will be given at the
end of Section 3.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose that VD and Exi(β) hold. Let R0 ∈ (0, R) and s0 ∈ (0, 1) be given constants,
and (E ,F) be a bilinear form on L2(M) given by (1.3). If (E ,F) satisfies rTJβ(R0, s0, s) and
rECβ(R0, s0, s) for some s ∈ [s0, 1), then (E ,F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L2(M) and F =
W βs/2,2(M). Moreover, rFKβ(R0, s0, s), rCSβ(R0, s0, s) and rPIβ(R0, s0, s) hold for (E ,F).

For an open set D ⊂ M , we say that a Borel function u is locally in FD, denoted as u ∈ F loc
D ,

if for any relatively compact open set U ⋐ D, there exists f ∈ FD such that u = f a.e. on U .
Let L be the generator of (E ,F).

Definition 1.10. Let D ⊂ M be a non-empty open subset and f ∈ L1(D). We say that u ∈ F loc
D

is a weak solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) of

−Lu = f in D, (1.8)

if u is locally bounded on D and satisfies the following two properties:
(1) For any relatively compact open subset U and V of D with U ⋐ V ⋐ D,

ˆ

U×V c

|u(y)|J(dx, dy) < ∞. (1.9)

(2) For any non-negative φ ∈ F ∩ Cc(D), it holds that

E(u, φ) = 〈f, φ〉 (resp. E(u, φ) ≤ 〈f, φ〉, E(u, φ) ≥ 〈f, φ〉).

We use the notation “−Lu = f in D" (resp. “−Lu ≤ f in D", “−Lu ≥ f in D") to denote that u
is a weak solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) to (1.8). We say that u is E-harmonic in D if
−Lu = 0 in D.

For Borel subsets D1 and D2 of M with dist(D1,D2) > 0 and a Borel function u on D2, we
define a nonlocal tail T (u,D1,D2) of u by

T (u,D1,D2) := sup
x∈D1

ˆ

D2

|u(y)|J(x, dy). (1.10)
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Definition 1.11. Let s ∈ [s0, 1).

(i) We say that robust weak elliptic Harnack inequality rWEHIβ(s)=rWEHIβ(R0, s0, s) holds for
(E ,F), if there exist constants δ, C > 0 and K ≥ 1 independent of s such that for any x0 ∈ M ,
R ∈ (0, R0), r ∈ (0, R/(K + 2)), and any Borel function u that is bounded, non-negative and
−Lu ≥ f in B(x0, R) for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R)),

(
1

V (x0, r)

ˆ

B(x0,r)
uδdµ

)1/δ

≤ C

[
ess inf
B(x0,r)

u+ rβs
(
T (u−, B(x0,Kr), B(x0, R − 2r)c) + ‖f−‖L∞(B(x0,R))

) ]
.

(ii) We say that elliptic Hölder regularity rEHRβ(s)=rEHRβ(R0, s0, s) holds for (E ,F), if there exist
constants γ ∈ (0, 1] and C > 0 independent of s such that for any x0 ∈ M , R ∈ (0, R0) and any
Borel function u that is bounded in M and E-harmonic in B(x0, R),

|u(x)− u(y)| ≤ C

(
d(x, y)

R

)γ

‖u‖∞ for µ-a.e. x, y ∈ B(x0, R/4).

Our second main result is the following theorem. Using arguments developed in [21, 20, 18] and
[29], we obtain regularity results for (E ,F) under rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s). Notably, our result allows
the constants to remain independent of s as s → 1, which was not addressed in the aforementioned
works. The proof of this theorem will be presented at the end of Section 5.

Theorem 1.12. Suppose that VD and Exi(β) hold. Let (E ,F) be a bilinear form on L2(M) given
by (1.3). For any fixed R0 ∈ (0, R) and s0 ∈ (0, 1), the following implications hold:

rTJβ(s) + rECβ(s) ⇒ rTJβ(s) + rFKβ(s) + rCSβ(s) + rPIβ(s) + (E ,F) is regular

⇒ rTJβ(s) + rWEHIβ(s)

⇒ rEHRβ(s).

Remark 1.13. For s ∈ (0, 1), consider the quadratic form

C(s)(f, g) = (1− s)

ˆ

Rd×Rd

(f(x)− f(y))(g(x) − g(y))

|x− y|d+2s
dxdy, f, g ∈ W s,2(Rd),

where W s,2(Rd) is the Sobolev space. The form (C(s),W s,2(Rd)) satisfies rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s).
Consequently, by Theorem 1.12, (C(s),W s,2(Rd)) satisfies rPIβ(s), rWEHIβ(s) and rEHRβ(s) (with
R0 = ∞). This conclusion reaffirms the robust fractional Poincaré inequality on R

d, which follows
from the results of [11, 44, 45], and the robust weak Harnack inequality and elliptic Hölder regularity
estimates for the fractional Laplacian, which were established in [24].

Lastly, we provide a sufficient condition for rECβ(s), generalizing the main result of [15] for the
Euclidean case.

Theorem 1.14. Let s ∈ [s0, 1). Suppose that VD holds and

µ ({y ∈ M : d(x, y) = r}) = 0 for all x ∈ M and r ∈ (0, R0). (1.11)

If J(dx, dy) has a density J(x, y) with respect to µ × µ and there exist constants δ0, σ ∈ (0, 1) and
θ > 0 such that for all x ∈ M , r ∈ (0, R0) and y ∈ B(x, (1 + δ0)r),

µ

({
z ∈ B(y, r) : J(x, z) ≥ θ(1− s)

V (x, d(x, z))d(x, z)βs

})
≥ σV (y, r), (1.12)

then rECβ(s) holds with C,K0 depending on s0, δ0, σ, θ and the constants C,α in VD only.
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We say that (M,d, µ) satisfies the annular decay property if there exist constants γ ∈ (0, 1] and
C > 1 such that for all x ∈ M , r > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1),

µ (B(x, r) \B(x, (1− ε)r)) ≤ CεγV (x, r). (1.13)

Remark 1.15. (i) The result of [15] is also robust with respect to the parameter s since the
dependency on s occurs only through the constant cb in [15, Definition 3.7], which has an upper
bound in terms of s0.
(ii) If (M,d, µ) satisfies the annular decay property, then (1.11) follows directly. Moreover, by the
proof of [15, Lemma 2.1], (1.12) is equivalent to that (1.12) holds for y ∈ B(x, r) only, instead of
y ∈ B(x, (1 + δ0)r).
(iii) If (M,d) is a length space, then by [12, Corollary 2.2], (M,d, µ) satisfies the annular decay
property.
(iv) Suppose that (M,d, µ) is complete and the heat kernel q(t, x, y) in Exi(β) satisfies the following
lower bound in addition to (1.2): There exist c4, c5 > 0 such that

q(t, x, y) ≥ c4

V (x, t1/β)
exp

(
− c5

(
d(x, y)β

t

)1/(β−1))
for all t > 0 and µ-a.e. x, y ∈ M .

Then, by [46, Corollary 1.8 and Remark 1.9(a)], there exists a geodesic metric d̃ such that d and
d̃ are bi-Lipschitz equivalent. By replacing d with d̃, we have that (M, d̃, µ) is a length space and
thus satisfies the annular decay property.
(v) In our setting, (M,d, µ) may not satisfy the annular decay property. For instance, let M :=
{(x, 0) : x < −1} ∪ {(x,

√
1− x2) : −1 ≤ x ≤ 0} ∪ {(0, y) : −1 ≤ y ≤ 1} ∪ {(x,−

√
1− x2) : 0 ≤ x ≤

1} ∪ {(x, 0) : x ≥ 1}, d be the metric inherited from R
2, and µ be the one-dimensional Hausdorff

measure. Since d is comparable with the intrinsic metric on M , VD holds with α = 1 and, by [43,
Corollary 3.1 and Theorem 4.1], Exi(2) holds. However, since µ(B(0, 1 + ε) − B(0, 1)) ≥ π for all
ε > 0, (1.13) fails for any γ ∈ (0, 1].

For the proof of Theorem 1.14, we mainly follow the strategy of [15]. However, significant non-
trivial modifications are required since some of their arguments rely on the geodesic and annular
decay properties of Euclidean space, which do not apply in our context. The proof of Theorem 1.14
will be provided in Section 6.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents robust estimates for subordinators and the
Dirichlet forms associated with subordinate processes. In Sections 3 and 4, we establish rFKβ(s),
rCSβ(s), rPIβ(s) and the L2-mean value inequality for (E ,F) under rECβ(s) and rTJβ(s), by com-
paring (E ,F) with the one constructed in Section 2. In Section 5, we establish the weak Harnack
inequality and Hölder regularity for (E ,F), thereby concluding the proof of Theorem 1.12. Section
6 contains the proof of Theorem 1.14.

Notation: We use α,α0 for the constants in VD and RVD, and β, η for the constants in (1.2).
We use the notations a ∧ b := min{a, b} and a ∨ b := max{a, b} for a, b ∈ R. For a subset D
of M , the set Dc denotes its complement M \ D. Values of lower case letters with subscripts ci,
i = 0, 1, 2, ... are fixed in each statement and proof, and the labeling of these constants starts anew
in each proof. The notation f(x) ≍ g(x) means that there exist constants c1, c2 > 0 such that
c1g(x) ≤ f(x) ≤ c2g(x) in the common domain of the definition of f and g.
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2 Analysis of subordinate processes

A C∞ function φ on (0,∞) is called a Bernstein function if (−1)n−1φ(n)(λ) ≥ 0 for all n ≥ 0 and
λ > 0. It is well known that every Bernstein function φ can be expressed as

φ(λ) = a+ bλ+

ˆ ∞

0
(1− e−λt)Π(dt),

where a, b ≥ 0 are constants and Π is a Borel measure on (0,∞) satisfying
´∞
0 (1 ∧ t)Π(dt) < ∞.

The triplet (a, b,Π) is called the Lévy triplet of φ. A process ξ = (ξt)t≥0 is called a subordinator,
if it is a real-valued non-decreasing Lévy process. For every subordinator ξ, there exists a unique
Bernstein function φ such that

E[e−λξt ] = e−tφ(λ) for all λ > 0, t ≥ 0.

The function φ is called the Laplace exponent of ξ. We refer to [50] for fundamental results on
Bernstein functions and their connections to subordinators.

For a ∈ [0, 1], we define a constant ma by

ma :=

(
1 + α/β

1− 2e−1

)1−a

. (2.1)

Note that

1 ≤ ma ≤ m0 for all a ∈ [0, 1]. (2.2)

Fix s0 ∈ (0, 1) and let s ∈ [s0, 1). Define a measure Πs on (0,∞) by

Πs(dt) := ms(1− s)t−1−sdt.

Observe that
´∞
0 (1∧t)Πs(dt) < ∞. Let φs be the Bernstein function with the Lévy triplet (0, 0,Πs)

and ξs be a subordinator correponding to the Laplace exponent φs, independent of the process Z.
Define a time-changed process Y s = (Y s

t )t≥0 by

Y s
t := Zξst

, t ≥ 0. (2.3)

According to [47, Theorem 2.1(ii)], Y s is a Hunt process associated with a regular Dirichlet form
(Es,Fs). Moreover, by [47, Theorem 2.1(v)], we have

Es(f, g) =

ˆ

M×M
(f(x)− f(y))(g(x) − g(y))Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy), f, g ∈ Fs,

where

Js(x, y) :=
1

2

ˆ ∞

0
q(t, x, y)Πs(dt). (2.4)

Define a function qs on (0,∞) ×M ×M by

qs(t, x, y) :=

ˆ ∞

0
q(a, x, y)P(ξst ∈ da), t > 0, x, y ∈ M. (2.5)

From the definition (2.3) of Y s, one can deduce that qs(t, x, y) is a heat kernel of (Es,Fs).
Recall that the Sobolev-Slobodeckij space W βs/2,2(M) is defined as (1.7).

Proposition 2.1. Fs = W βs/2,2(M).
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Proof. Let (Qs
t )t≥0 be the semigroup of (Es,Fs). By the general theory, we have

Fs =
{
f ∈ L2(M) : sup

t∈(0,1)
t−1〈f −Qs

tf, f〉 < ∞
}
.

See, for example, [27, Lemma 1.3.4]. By the conservativeness and the symmetry of (Qs
t )t≥0, we have

for all f ∈ L2(M) and t > 0,

1

t
〈f −Qs

tf, f〉 =
1

2t

ˆ

M×M
(f(x)− f(y))2qs(t, x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy). (2.6)

Following the arguments in the proof of [10, Theorem 3.1] (where M is assumed to be a unbounded
d-set), one can deduce that qs(t, x, y) satisfies the following estimate:

qs(t, x, y) ≍
1

V (x, t1/(βs))
∧ t

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
for 0 < t ≤ 1 and x, y ∈ M.

Combining this with (2.6), we get that for all f ∈ L2(M),

sup
t∈(0,1)

1

t
〈f −Qs

tf, f〉 ≤
c1
2

ˆ

M×M

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

and

sup
t∈(0,1)

1

t
〈f −Qs

tf, f〉 ≥
1

2c1
sup

t∈(0,1)

ˆ

M×M :d(x,y)≥t1/(βs)

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

=
1

2c1

ˆ

M×M

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy),

and the result follows. ✷

2.1 Analysis of the subordinator ξs

In this subsection, we establish some estimates on the distribution of ξs which do not depend on
s ∈ [s0, 1). Define Hs : (0,∞) → (0,∞) by

Hs(λ) := φs(λ)− λφ′
s(λ) =

ˆ ∞

0
(1− e−λt − λte−λt)Πs(dt).

Note that φs and Hs are increasing continuous functions with φs(0+) = Hs(0+) = 0 and limλ→∞ φs(λ) =
limλ→∞Hs(λ) = Πs((0,∞)) = ∞, and φ′

s is a decreasing continuous function with limλ→∞ φ′
s(λ) =

0. Let φ−1
s and (φ′

s)
−1 be the inverse functions of φs and φ′

s respectively. For each fixed t > 0,
define a function gs,t : (0, tφ

′
s(0+)) → (0,∞) by

gs,t(a) := (φ′
s)

−1(a/t).

By [36, Lemma 5.2], we get the following left tail probability estimates for ξs.

Proposition 2.2. (i) For all t > 0 and a ∈ (0, tφ′
s(0+)),

P(ξst ≤ a) ≤ exp
(
− t (Hs ◦ gs,t)(a)

)
.

(ii) For all k > 0, t > 0 and a ∈ (0, tφ′
s(0+)),

P(ξst ≤ a) ≥
(
1− (1 + k)c0

k2t(Hs ◦ gs,t)(a)

)
exp

(
− (1 + 2k)t(Hs ◦ gs,t)(a)

)
,

where c0 := supλ>0(−λ2φ′′
s(λ))/Hs(λ).
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We will use the following elementary inequality several times in this paper.

e−r ≤ (er/a)−a for all r, a > 0, (2.7)

Lemma 2.3. (i) −λ2φ′′
s(λ) ≤ 2Hs(λ) for all λ > 0.

(ii) φ−1
s (7/t)−1 ≤ tφ′

s(H
−1
s (1/t)) ≤ φ−1

s (1/t)−1 for all t > 0.

Proof. (i) Using 1− e−r − re−r ≥ r2e−r/2 for all r ≥ 1, we get that for all λ > 0,

− λ2φ′′
s(λ) = ms(1− s)

ˆ ∞

0
(λt)2e−λtt−1−sdt ≤ 2Hs(λ).

(ii) The result follows from [22, Lemma 2.4(i)] and the inequality (e2 − e)/(e − 2) < 7. ✷

Lemma 2.4. (i) φ′
s(λ) ≥ e−1msλ

s−1 for all λ > 0.
(ii) For all λ > 0,

Hs(λ) ≥
(1− 2e−1)ms(1− s)

s
λs.

(iii) For all λ > 0,

ms

es
λs ≤ φs(λ) ≤

ms

s
λs. (2.8)

Consequently, it holds that

(
ms

es

)1/s

t1/s ≤ φ−1
s (1/t)−1 ≤

(
ms

s

)1/s

t1/s for all t > 0.

Proof. (i) For all λ > 0, we get

φ′
s(λ) ≥ ms(1− s)

ˆ 1/λ

0
t−se−λtdt ≥ e−1ms(1− s)

ˆ 1/λ

0
t−sdt = e−1msλ

s−1.

(ii) Using the inequality 1− e−r − re−r ≥ 1− 2e−1 for r ≥ 1, we get that for all λ > 0,

Hs(λ) ≥ (1− 2e−1)ms(1− s)

ˆ ∞

1/λ
t−1−sdt =

(1− 2e−1)ms(1− s)

s
λs.

(iii) Since 1− e−r ≥ (r ∧ 1)/e for all r > 0, it holds that for all λ > 0,

φs(λ) ≥
ms(1− s)

e

(
λ

ˆ 1/λ

0
t−sdt+

ˆ ∞

1/λ
t−1−sdt

)
=

ms

es
λs.

Moreover, since 1− e−r ≤ r ∧ 1 for all r > 0, we have

φs(λ) ≤ ms(1− s)

ˆ 1/λ

0
λt−sdt+ (1− s)

ˆ ∞

1/λ
t−1−sdt =

ms

s
λs.

Hence, (2.8) holds. Now, by (2.8), we get that for all t > 0,

ms

es
φ−1
s (1/t)s ≤ 1

t
≤ ms

s
φ−1
s (1/t)s.

✷
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Lemma 2.5. (i) For all t > 0 and a > 0,

P(ξst ≤ a) ≤ exp

(
− (1 + α/β)(1 − s)

s

(
t1/s

ea

)s/(1−s))
.

(ii) There exists a constant K > 1 independent of s such that

P

(
K−1t1/s < ξst ≤ Kt1/s

)
≥ e−7/18 for all t > 0. (2.9)

Proof. (i) Let t, a > 0. By Lemma 2.4(i), since φ′
s(gs,t(a)) = a/t, we have

gs,t(a) ≥ (e−1mst/a)
1/(1−s).

Combining this with Lemma 2.4(ii), we obtain

(Hs ◦ gs,t)(a) ≥
(1− 2e−1)ms(1− s)

s

(
mst

ea

)s/(1−s)

. (2.10)

Using Proposition 2.2(i) and (2.10) in the first line below, and the definition (2.1) of ms in the
second, we deduce that

P(ξst ≤ a) ≤ exp

(
− (1− 2e−1)m

1/(1−s)
s (1− s)

s

(
t1/s

ea

)s/(1−s))

= exp

(
− (1 + α/β)(1 − s)

s

(
t1/s

ea

)s/(1−s))
.

(ii) Let t > 0 and set a0 := tφ′
s(H

−1
s (1/t)). By Proposition 2.2(ii) (with k = 3) and Lemma 2.3(i),

we have

P(ξst ≤ a0) ≥
(
1− 8

9t(Hs ◦ gs,t)(a0)

)
exp

(
− 7t(Hs ◦ gs,t)(a0))

)
= e−7/9.

Using this, the monotonicity of ξs, Lemma 2.3(ii), Lemma 2.4(iii) and (2.2), we get

e−7/9 ≤ P(ξst ≤ φ−1
s (1/t)−1) ≤ P

(
ξst ≤ (ms/s)

1/st1/s
)
≤ P

(
ξst ≤ (m0/s0)

1/s0t1/s
)
. (2.11)

Let c1 := log(18e7) and a1 := tφ′
s(H

−1
s (c1/t)). By Proposition 2.2(i),

P (ξst ≤ a1) ≤ e−c1 = e−7/18.

Hence, using the monotonicity of ξs, Lemma 2.3(ii), Lemma 2.4(iii) and (2.2), we obtain

e−7/18 ≥ P
(
ξst ≤ c1φ

−1
s (7c1/t)

−1
)

≥ P

(
ξst ≤ c1(ms/(es))

1/s(t/(7c1))
1/s

)
≥ P

(
ξst ≤ c1(7ec1)

−1/s0t1/s
)
.

Combining this with (2.11), we arrive at (2.9) (with K = (m0/s0)
1/s0 ∨ ((7ec1)

1/s0/c1)). ✷
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2.2 Analysis of the Dirichlet form (Es,F s)

Recall that a constant is considered independent of s ∈ [s0, 1), if it may depend on s0 but remains
unaffected by the specific value of s. We also recall that R denotes diam(M).

We begin with the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 2.6. There exists C > 0 such that for all b > 0, x ∈ M and r > 0,

ˆ

B(x,r)c

1

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)b
µ(dy) ≤ Ceb

brb
.

Proof. Using VD and the inequality 1− e−b ≥ be−b, we get

ˆ

B(x,r)c

1

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)b
µ(dy) ≤

∞∑

n=1

ˆ

B(x,enr)\B(x,en−1r)

1

V (x, en−1r)(en−1r)b
µ(dy)

≤ 1

rb

∞∑

n=1

V (x, enr)

V (x, en−1r)e(n−1)b
≤ c1

rb

∞∑

n=1

e−(n−1)b ≤ c1e
b

brb
.

✷

Proposition 2.7. There exists C > 1 independent of s such that

C−1(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
≤ Js(x, y) ≤

C(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
for all x, y ∈ M.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ M . Then (2d(x, y)/η)β ≤ (2R/η)β . Using (2.4) and (1.2) in the first inequality
below, VD in the second, and RVD in the third, we get

Js(x, y) ≥ c1(1− s)

ˆ (2d(x,y)/η)β

(d(x,y)/η)β

t−1−s

V (x, t1/β)
dt ≥ c2(1− s)

ˆ (2d(x,y)/η)β

(d(x,y)/η)β

t−1−s

V (x, ηt1/β/2)
dt

≥ c3(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))

ˆ (2d(x,y)/η)β

(d(x,y)/η)β
t−1−s

(
d(x, y)

ηt1/β/2

)α0

dt

=
c3η

βs+α0(1− 2−α0−βs)(1− s)

(η/2)α0(s+ α0/β)V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
≥ 2α0c3η

β(1− 2−α0)(1 − s)

(1 + α0/β)V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
.

On the other hand, by (2.4) and (1.2), we have

Js(x, y) ≤ c4(1− s)

ˆ d(x,y)β

0

t−1−s

V (x, t1/β)
exp

(
− c5

(
d(x, y)β

t

)1/(β−1))
dt

+ c4(1− s)

ˆ R
β

d(x,y)β

t−1−s

V (x, t1/β)
dt+ c4(1− s)

ˆ ∞

R
β

t−1−s

V (x,R)
dt

=: c4(1− s)(I1 + I2 + I3).

For I1, using (2.7) in the first inequality below and VD in the second, we get

I1 ≤
c6

V (x, d(x, y))

ˆ d(x,y)β

0
t−1−sV (x, d(x, y))

V (x, t1/β)

(
t

d(x, y)β

)2+α/β

dt

≤ c7
V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)2β

ˆ d(x,y)β

0
t1−sdt

=
c7

(2− s)V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
≤ c7

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
.
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For I2, using RVD, we obtain

I2 ≤
c8d(x, y)

α0

V (x, d(x, y))

ˆ R
β

d(x,y)β
t−1−s−α0/βdt ≤ c8

(α0/β)V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
.

When R < ∞, using VD, we also get

I3 =
1

sV (x,R)R
βs

≤ 1

s0V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
.

The proof is complete. ✷

Corollary 2.8. There exists C > 0 independent of s such that
ˆ

B(x,r)c
Js(x, y)µ(dy) ≤

C(1− s)

rβs
for all x ∈ M and r > 0.

Proof. Using Proposition 2.7 in the first inequality below and Lemma 2.6 in the second, we get
that for all x ∈ M and r > 0,

ˆ

B(x,r)c
Js(x, y)µ(dy)

≤ c1(1− s)

ˆ

B(x,r)c

µ(dy)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
≤ c2e

βs(1− s)

βsrβs
≤ c2e

β(1− s)

βs0rβs
.

✷

Recall that qs(t, x, y) is the heat kernel of (Es,Fs) defined as (2.5). We establish a robust
near-diagonal estimate for qs(t, x, y).

Proposition 2.9. There exists C > 0 independent of s such that

qs(t, x, y) ≤
C

V (x, t1/(βs))
for all t > 0 and x, y ∈ M. (2.12)

Proof. For all t > 0 and x, y ∈ M , using (1.2) in the first line below, VD in the third, Lemma
2.5(i) in the fourth, and the inequality er ≥ r for all r > 0 in the fifth, we obtain

qs(t, x, y) ≤ c1

ˆ ∞

0

P(ξst ∈ da)

V (x, a1/β)

≤ c1P(ξ
s
t ≥ e−1t1/s)

V (x, (e−1t1/s)1/β)
+ c1

∞∑

n=0

P(e−n−2t1/s < ξst ≤ e−n−1t1/s)

V (x, (e−n−2t1/s)1/β)

≤ c2e
α/β

V (x, t1/(βs))
+

c2e
2α/β

V (x, t1/(βs))

∞∑

n=0

enα/β P(ξst ≤ e−n−1t1/s)

≤ c2e
α/β

V (x, t1/(βs))
+

c2e
2α/β

V (x, t1/(βs))

∞∑

n=0

exp

(
nα

β
− (1 + α/β)(1 − s)

s
ens/(1−s)

)

≤ c2e
α/β

V (x, t1/(βs))
+

c2e
2α/β

V (x, t1/(βs))

∞∑

n=0

exp(−n) =
c3

V (x, t1/(βs))
.

✷

For a non-empty open set D ⊂ M , let (Es,Fs
D) be the part of (Es,Fs) on D and (Qs,D

t )t≥0 be
its semigroup.
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Proposition 2.10. For any bounded non-empty quasi-open set D ⊂ M , (Es,Fs
D) has a heat kernel

qDs (t, x, y) defined on (0,∞)×M ×M .

Proof. Let x0 ∈ M and R > 0 be such that D ⊂ B(x0, R). For every t > 0 and f ∈ L1(D) with
‖f‖1 = 1, by the L∞-contractivity of (Qs,D

t )t≥0, Proposition 2.9 and VD*, we have

‖Qs,D
t f‖∞ ≤ ‖Qs,D

t∧1f‖∞

≤ inf
x∈D

c1

V (x, (t ∧ 1)1/(βs))
≤ c2

V (x0, R+ (t ∧ 1)1/(βs))

(
R+ (t ∧ 1)1/(βs)

(t ∧ 1)1/(βs)

)α

< ∞.

Now, the result follows from [30, Theorem 2.1]. ✷

Proposition 2.11. (Es,Fs) satisfies rFKβ(s) with R0 = R and K2 = 2.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ M , 0 < r < R/2 and D ⊂ B(x0, r) be a non-empty open set. Set U := B(x0, r)
and V := B(x0, 2r). Let f ∈ Fs

D be such that ‖f‖2 = 1. Since f = 0 in Dc, we have

Es(f, f) ≤ 2

(
ˆ

D×V
+

ˆ

D×V c

)
(f(x)− f(y))2Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy) =: 2(I1 + I2).

By Proposition 2.7, since D ⊂ V , we have

I1 ≤ c1(1 − s)

ˆ

V×V

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy). (2.13)

Further, using Corollary 2.8, since ‖f‖2 = 1, we get

I2 ≤ 2

ˆ

D
f(x)2

ˆ

B(x,r)c
Js(x, y)µ(dy)µ(dx) ≤

c2(1− s)

rβs
. (2.14)

On the other hand, by [27, Lemma 1.3.4(i)], it holds that

Es(f, f) ≥ sup
t>0

[
1

t
〈f −Qs,D

t f, f〉
]
= sup

t>0

[
1

t

(
1− 〈Qs,D

t f, f〉
)]

. (2.15)

For all t > 0, using the symmetry of qDs , the AM-GM inequality, and Fubini’s theorem in the first
inequality below, and Proposition 2.9 in the second, we obtain

〈Qs,D
t f, f〉 =

ˆ

D×D
qDs (t, x, y)f(x)f(y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤
ˆ

D
f(x)2

ˆ

D
qDs (t, x, y)µ(dy)µ(dx) ≤ c3µ(D)

ˆ

D

f(x)2

V (x, t1/(βs))
µ(dx).

Consequently, using VD*, we get that for all 0 < t ≤ rβs,

〈Qs,D
t f, f〉 ≤ c4µ(D)

V (x0, r)

(
2r

t1/(βs)

)α ˆ

D
f2dµ =

2αc4µ(D)

V (x0, r)

(
r

t1/(βs)

)α

. (2.16)

We assume that, without loss of generality, the constant c4 in (2.16) is greater than 1. If
2α+1c4µ(D) ≥ V (x0, r), then by choosing C to be greater than (2α+1c4)

β/α, we get (1.5). Assume
that 2α+1c4µ(D) < V (x0, r). By taking

t =

(
2α+1c4µ(D)

V (x0, r)

)βs/α

rβs,
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we get from (2.15) and (2.16) that

Es(f, f) ≥ 1

2rβs

(
V (x0, r)

2α+1c4µ(D)

)βs/α

≥ 1

21+(α+1)β/αc
β/α
4 rβs

(
V (x0, r)

µ(D)

)βs/α

.

Combining this with (2.13) and (2.14), the result follows. The proof is complete. ✷

For a non-empty open set D ⊂ M , let (EL,FL
D) be the part of (EL,FL) on D and (QD

t )t≥0 be
its semigroup. Since Z has a jointly continuous transition density q, and q(t, x, y) = q(t, y, x) ≤
c/V (x, t1/β) < ∞ for all t > 0 and x, y ∈ M , from the strong Markov property, we deduce that
(QD

t )t≥0 has a heat kernel qD given by the Dynkin-Hunt formula:

qD(t, x, y) = q(t, x, y)− E
x
[
q(t− τZD , ZτZD

, y) : τZD < t
]
, t > 0, x, y ∈ D, (2.17)

where τZD := inf{t > 0 : Zt /∈ D} denotes the first exit time of Z from D.

Proposition 2.12. There exist constants ε1, ε2 ∈ (0, 1/2) and C > 0 such that for any x0 ∈ M
and r ∈ (0, R),

qB(x0,r)(t, x, y) ≥ C

V (x, t1/β)
for all t ∈ (0, ε1r

β] and x, y ∈ B(x0, ε2t
1/β).

Proof. Let ε1 ∈ (0, 1/2) and ε2 ∈ (0, η/2) be constants determined later, where η ∈ (0, 1) is the
constant in (1.2). Fix x0 ∈ M and r ∈ (0, R). Write B := B(x0, r). By (2.17) and (1.2), we have
for all t ∈ (0, ε1r

β] and x, y ∈ B(x0, ε2t
1/β),

qB(t, x, y)

≥ c1
V (x, t1/β)

− E
x

[
c2

V (ZτZB
, (t− τZB )1/β)

exp

(
− c3

(d(ZτZB
, y)β

t− τZB

)1/(β−1))
: τZB < t

]
. (2.18)

Observe that

d(ZτZB
, x) ∧ d(ZτZB

, y) ≥ r − ε
1/β
1 ε2r > r/2 and t− τZB ≤ t ≤ ε1r

β. (2.19)

In particular, since d(x, y) ≤ 2ε2t
1/β < r, we have

d(ZτZB
, x) ≤ d(ZτZB

, y) + r < 3d(ZτZB
, y). (2.20)

Using (2.7) in the first inequality below, (2.20) in the second, VD* in the third, and (2.19) in the
fourth, we get

E
x

[
c2

V (ZτZB
, (t− τZB )1/β)

exp

(
− c3

(d(ZτZB
, y)β

t− τZB

)1/(β−1))
: τZB < t

]

≤ E
x

[
c4

V (ZτZB
, (t− τZB )1/β)

(
(t− τZB )1/β

d(ZτZB
, y)

)α+1

: τZB < t

]

≤ E
x

[
6d2+1c4

V (ZτZB
, (t− τZB )1/β)

(
(t− τZB )1/β

2d(ZτZB
, x)

)α+1

: τZB < t

]

≤ E
x

[
c5(t− τZB )1/β

2d(ZτZB
, x)V (x, 2d(ZτZB

, x))
: τZB < t

]
≤ c5ε

1/β
1

V (x, t1/β)
.

Combining this with (2.18) and taking ε1 smaller than (c1/(2c5))
β , we get the result. ✷
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Proposition 2.13. There exist constants δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, 1/2) and C > 0 independent of s such that
for any x0 ∈ M and r ∈ (0, R),

qB(x0,r)
s (t, x, y) ≥ C

V (x, t1/(βs))
for all t ∈ (0, (δ1r)

βs] and µ-a.e. x, y ∈ B(x0, δ2t
1/(βs)).

Proof. Let x0 ∈ M and r ∈ (0, R). Write B := B(x0, r). Define for t > 0 and x, y ∈ B,

rBs (t, x, y) :=

ˆ ∞

0
qB(a, x, y)P(ξst ∈ da).

By [52, Proposition 3.1], we have qBs (t, x, y) ≥ rBs (t, x, y) for all t > 0 and µ-a.e. x, y ∈ B. Thus, it
suffices to show that there exist constants δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, 1/2) and c1 > 0 independent of s, x0 and r
such that

rBs (t, x, y) ≥
c1

V (x, t1/(βs))
for all t ∈ (0, (δ1r)

βs] and x, y ∈ B(x0, δ2t
1/(βs)).

Let K > 1 be the constant in Lemma 2.5(ii), and ε1, ε2 ∈ (0, 1/2) be the constants in Proposition

2.12. Set δ1 := (ε1/K)1/β and δ2 := ε2/K
1/β. For all t ∈ (0, (δ1r)

βs], we have Kt1/s ≤ Kδβ1 r
β = ε1r

β

and δ2t
1/(βs) = ε2(K

−1t1/s)1/β . Using Proposition 2.12 in the first inequality below, and VD and
Lemma 2.5(ii) in the third, we get that for all t ∈ (0, δ1r

βs] and x, y ∈ B(x0, δ2t
1/(βs)),

rBs (t, x, y) ≥ c2

ˆ Kt1/s

K−1t1/s

P(ξst ∈ da)

V (x, a1/β)
≥ c2 P(K

−1t1/s ≤ ξst ≤ Kt1/s)

V (x,K1/βt1/(βs))
≥ c3

V (x, t1/(βs))
.

✷

Proposition 2.14. (Es,Fs) satisfies rPIβ(s) with R0 = R.

Proof. We follow the proof of [20, Proposition 3.5(i)], which was motivated by the argument in
[42, Theorem 5.1]. Let δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, 1/2) be the constants in Proposition 2.13 and set K1 := 1/(δ1δ2).
Let x0 ∈ M and 0 < r < R/K1. Write B := B(x0, r) and V := B(x0,K1r).

Consider a bilinear form

Cs,V (f, f) :=

ˆ

V×V
(f(y)− f(x))(g(y) − g(x))Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy),

D[Cs,V ] :=
{
f ∈ L2(V ) : Cs,V (f, f) < ∞

}
.

By Proposition 2.7(i), we have

Cs,V (f, f) ≤ c1(1− s)

ˆ

V×V

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy) for all f ∈ Fs. (2.21)

Hence, Fs|V ⊂ D[Cs,V ]. Further, by Fatou’s lemma, we see that (Cs,V ,D[Cs,V ]) is closable and

is a Dirichlet form on L2(V ). Let (Q
s,V
t )t>0 be the semigroup associated with (Cs,V ,D[Cs,V ]).

Since Cs,V (1V ,1V ) = 0 and 1V ∈ D[Cs,V ], the semigroup (Q
s,V
t )t>0 is conservative. Let D[Cs,V ]V

be the closure of D[Cs,V ] ∩ Cc(V ) in L2(V ) and let (R
s,V
t )t>0 be the semigroup associated with

(Cs,V ,D[Cs,V ]V ). According to [16, Theorem 5.2.17], (Cs,V ,D[Cs,V ]V ) is the resurrected Dirichlet
form of (Es,Fs

V ). Since (Cs,V ,D[Cs,V ]V ) is a part of (Cs,V ,D[Cs,V ]), it follows that

Q
s,V
t f ≥ R

s,V
t f ≥ Qs,V

t f for all t > 0 and 0 ≤ f ∈ L2(V ). (2.22)
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Set t0 := (δ1K1r)
βs = (r/δ2)

βs. For all f ∈ Fs, using [27, Lemma 1.3.4(i)] in the first line below,

the conservativeness and the symmetry of (Q
s,V
t )t≥0 in the second, (2.22) in the third, Proposition

2.13 in the fourth and VD in the last, we obtain

Cs,V (f, f) ≥ 1

t0

ˆ

V
f(x)(f(x)−Q

s,V
t0 f(x))µ(dx)

=
1

t0

ˆ

V
Q

s,V
t0

(
1

2
f(z)2 − f(z)f(·) + 1

2
f(·)2

)
(x)

∣∣
z=x

µ(dx)

≥ 1

2t0

ˆ

V
Qs,V

t0 (f(z)− f(·))2 (x)
∣∣
z=x

µ(dx)

≥ c2
2t0

ˆ

B

ˆ

B

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, t
1/(βs)
0 )

µ(dy)µ(dx)

≥ c3δ
β
2

2rβs

ˆ

B

ˆ

B

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, r)
µ(dy)µ(dx). (2.23)

On the other hand, using VD* in the third inequality below, we see that

ˆ

B

ˆ

B

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, r)
µ(dy)µ(dx) ≥ inf

a∈R

ˆ

B

(f(x)− a)2

V (x, r)
µ(dx)

ˆ

B
µ(dy)

≥ inf
x∈B

V (x0, r)

V (x, r)
inf
a∈R

ˆ

B
(f(x)− a)2µ(dx) ≥ c4 inf

a∈R

ˆ

B
(f(x)− a)2µ(dx) = c4

ˆ

B
(f − fB)

2dµ.

Combining this with (2.21) and (2.23), we get the desired result. ✷

For a non-empty open set D ⊂ M , denote by (Gs,D
λ )λ>0 the resolvent corresponding to the

semigroup (Qs,D
t )t>0 defined by

Gs,D
λ f :=

ˆ ∞

0
e−λtQs,D

t fdt for λ > 0 and f ∈ L2(D).

By [27, Theorem 4.4.1(i)], for any λ > 0 and f ∈ L2(D), we have Gs,D
λ f ∈ Fs

D and

Es
λ(G

s,D
λ f, v) = 〈f, v〉 for all v ∈ Fs

D. (2.24)

Lemma 2.15. There exists a constant κ ≥ 1 independent of s such that the following holds: Let
x0 ∈ M , R > 0 and r ∈ (0, R). For U0 := B(x0, R), U1 := B(x0, R+ r) and λ := r−βs, we have

λGs,U1

λ 1U1 ≤ 1 µ-a.e. on U1 and λGs,U1

λ 1U1 ≥ 1/κ µ-a.e. on U0. (2.25)

Proof. For any 0 ≤ f ∈ L2(U1), we have

〈λGs,U1

λ 1U1 , f〉 =
ˆ ∞

0
λe−λt〈Qs,U1

t 1U1 , f〉 ≤ ‖f‖L1(U1)

ˆ ∞

0
λe−λtdt = ‖f‖L1(U1).

Hence, λGs,U1

λ 1U1 ≤ 1 µ-a.e. on U1. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.13 and VD, for any
t ∈ (0, (δ1r)

βs] and a.e. x ∈ U0,

Qs,U1
t 1U1(x) ≥ Q

s,B(x,r)
t 1B(x,r)(x) ≥

c1
V (x, t1/(βs))

ˆ

B(x,δ2t1/(βs))
µ(dy) ≥ c2.
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Using this, we get that for any 0 ≤ f ∈ L2(U0),

〈λGs,U1

λ 1U1 , f〉 ≥
ˆ δβs

1 /λ

0
λe−λt

ˆ

U0

f(x)Qs,U1
t 1U1(x)µ(dx) dt

≥ c2‖f‖L1(U0)

ˆ δβs
1 /λ

0
λe−λtdt = c2(1− e−δβs

1 )‖f‖L1(U0) ≥ c2(1− e−δβ1 )‖f‖L1(U0).

Therefore, the second inequality in (2.25) holds with κ = 1/(c2(1− e−δβ1 )). ✷

Denote F̃s := {f + a : f ∈ Fs, a ∈ R} and F̃s
b := F̃s ∩ L∞(M). Since Es has no killing part,

the bilinear form Es can be extended to functions from F̃s by letting

Es(f + a, g + b) := Es(f, g) for all f, g ∈ Fs, a, b ∈ R.

We now establish a robust generalized capacity condition for (Es,Fs). The proof of the following
result is originally due to [1, Lemma 5.4] and [29, Lemma 2.8].

Lemma 2.16. For any x0 ∈ M , R > 0 and r ∈ (0, R), there exists a κ-cutoff function ϕ ∈ Fs for
B(x0, R) ⋐ B(x0, R + r) such that

Es(f2ϕ,ϕ) ≤ κ2

rβs

ˆ

B(x0,R+r)
f2dµ for any f ∈ F̃s

b , (2.26)

where κ ≥ 1 is the constant in Lemma 2.15.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ M , R > 0 and r ∈ (0, R). Set λ := r−βs and ϕ := κλG
s,B(x0,R+r)
λ 1B(x0,R+r). Then

ϕ ∈ Fs
B(x0,R+r). Further, by Lemma 2.15, ϕ is a κ-cutoff function for B(x0, R) ⋐ B(x0, R + r).

According to [31, Proposition 15.1], whenever f ∈ F̃s
b , we have f2ϕ ∈ Fs

B(x0,R+r). Hence, using

(2.24), we get that for any f ∈ F̃s
b ,

Es(f2ϕ,ϕ) ≤ Es
λ(f

2ϕ,ϕ) = κλ〈f2ϕ,1U1〉 ≤ κ2λ

ˆ

U1

f2dµ.

✷

Recall the following property of nonlocal Dirichlet forms from [21, Lemma 3.5].

Lemma 2.17. For any Borel subset D ⊂ M , constant k > 1, and any f, g ∈ F̃s
b ,

(1− k−1)

ˆ

D×D
f(x)2(g(x) − g(y))2Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤
ˆ

D×D
(f(x)2g(x)− f(y)2g(y))(g(x) − g(y))Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

+ k

ˆ

D×D
g(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy), (2.27)

provided that all three integrals in (2.27) are absolutely integrable.

Following the proof of [29, Lemma 2.4], we deduce the next result from Lemma 2.16. We give a
detailed proof for completeness.

Proposition 2.18. (Es,Fs) satisfies rCSβ(s) with R0 = R.
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Proof. Let x0 ∈ M , R > 0 and r ∈ (0, R). Define Ua = B(x0, R+ ar) for a ≥ 0. Let κ ≥ 1 be the
constant in Lemma 2.15. By Lemma 2.16, there exists a κ-cutoff function ϕ ∈ Fs for U0 ⋐ U1 such
that

Es(f2ϕ,ϕ) ≤ κ2

rβs

ˆ

U1

f2dµ for all f ∈ F̃s
b . (2.28)

Set φ := ϕ ∧ 1. Then φ ∈ Fs and φ is a cutoff function for U0 ⋐ U1. Moreover, using Proposition
2.7 and the fact |φ(x)−φ(y)| ≤ |ϕ(x)−ϕ(y)| for x, y ∈ M in the first inequality below, and Lemma
2.17 (with k = 2) in the second, we get that for all f ∈ F̃s

b ,

(1− s)

ˆ

U2×U2

f(x)2(φ(x) − φ(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ c1

ˆ

U2×U2

f(x)2(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y))2Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ 2c1

ˆ

U2×U2

(f(x)2ϕ(x)− f(y)2ϕ(y))(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y))Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

+ 4c1

ˆ

U2×U2

ϕ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2Js(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

=: I1 + I2.

For all x, y ∈ (M × M) \ (U2 × U2), since either ϕ(x) = 0 or ϕ(y) = 0, we have (f(x)2ϕ(x) −
f(y)2ϕ(y))(ϕ(x) − ϕ(y)) ≥ 0. Hence, using (2.28), we get

I1 ≤ 2c1Es(f2ϕ,ϕ) ≤ 2c1κ
2

rβs

ˆ

U1

f2dµ. (2.29)

Moreover, by Proposition 2.7, since ϕ2 ≤ κ2φ2 and ϕ = 0 in U c
1 , we have

I2 ≤ c2(1− s)

ˆ

U1×U2

ϕ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ κ2c2(1− s)

ˆ

U1×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy). (2.30)

On the other hand, since φ is a cutoff function for U0 ⋐ U1, by Lemma 2.6, it holds that

(1− s)

ˆ

U2×Uc
2

f(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ (1− s)

ˆ

U1

f(x)2
ˆ

Uc
2

µ(dy)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)

≤ (1− s)

ˆ

U1

f(x)2
ˆ

B(x,r)c

µ(dy)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)

≤ c3e
βs(1− s)

(βs)rβs

ˆ

U1

f2dµ ≤ c3e
β(1− s)

(βs0)rβs

ˆ

U1

f2dµ. (2.31)

Combining (2.29), (2.30) and (2.31), we arrive at the desired result. ✷
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3 Robust function inequalities under rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s)

We begin with a standard covering lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For any k ≥ 1, there exists N0 = N0(k) ∈ N such that for each r > 0, there exists an
open covering {B(zi, r)}∞i=1 of M satisfying

∞∑

i=1

1B(zi,kr) ≤ N0 on M. (3.1)

Proof. By the Vitali covering lemma, there exists a collection {B(zi, r/5)}∞i=1 of pairwise disjoint
open balls in M such that M = ∪∞

i=1B(zi, r). Suppose that y ∈ M is in N of the balls B(zi, kr) (N
may be infinite). Then B(y, (k+1)r) contains at least N balls B(zi, r). By VD*, when y ∈ B(zi, kr),
we have V (zi, r) ≥ c1V (y, (k + 1)r). It follows that

V (y, (k + 1)r) ≥
∑

i:y∈B(zi,kr)

V (zi, r) ≥ c1NV (y, (k + 1)r).

This leads to the conclusion that N ≤ 1/c1, establishing (3.1). ✷

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that rTJβ(s) holds. There exists C ≥ 1 independent of s such that for
all x0 ∈ M , r ∈ (0, R0) and f ∈ L2(B(x0, r)),

ˆ

B(x0,r)×B(x0,r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ C(1− s)

ˆ

B(x0,r)×B(x0,r)

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy).

Proof. Let B = B(x0, r) be an open ball in M with r ∈ (0, R0) and f : B → R. For all x, y ∈ B
and z ∈ B(y, d(x, y)/2), we have

2

3
d(x, z) ≤ d(x, y) ≤ 2d(x, z) and d(x, y) ≥ 2d(y, z). (3.2)

Using (3.2), VD*, Fubini’s theorem and the symmetry of J in the second inequality below, and
rTJβ(s) in the third, we obtain

ˆ

B×B
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ 2

ˆ

B×B

ˆ

B(y,d(x,y)/2)

((f(x)− f(z))2 + (f(y)− f(z))2)

V (y, d(x, y)/2)
µ(dz)J(x, dy)µ(dx)

≤ c1

ˆ

B×B

(f(x)− f(z))2

V (x, d(x, z))

ˆ

B\B(x,2d(x,z)/3)
J(x, dy)µ(dx)µ(dz)

+ 2

ˆ

B×B

(f(y)− f(z))2

V (y, d(y, z))

ˆ

B\B(y,2d(y,z))
J(y, dx)µ(dy)µ(dz)

≤ c2Λ(1− s)

ˆ

B×B

(f(x)− f(z))2

V (x, d(x, z))d(x, z)βs
µ(dx)µ(dz).

✷
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Proposition 3.3. Suppose that rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s) hold. There exists C > 1 independent of s
such that

C−1Es
1(f, f) ≤ E1(f, f) ≤ CEs

1(f, f) for all f ∈ L2(M).

Proof. Let K0 ≥ 1 be the constant in rECβ(s). Set r := 1 ∧ (R0/(3K0)). By Lemma 3.1, there
exist N0 = N0(K0) ∈ N and an open covering {B(zi, r)}∞i=1 of M such that

∞∑

i=1

1B(zi,2K0r) ≤ N0 on M. (3.3)

Let f ∈ L2(M). Since {B(zi, r)}∞i=1 is an open covering, we have

Es(f, f) ≤
∞∑

i=1

ˆ

B(zi,r)×M
(f(x)− f(y))2Js(x, y)µ(dy)µ(dx). (3.4)

By Proposition 2.7(i), rECβ(s) and (3.3), we see that

∞∑

i=1

ˆ

B(zi,r)×B(zi,2r)
(f(x)− f(y))2Js(x, y)µ(dy)µ(dx)

≤ c1

∞∑

i=1

ˆ

B(zi,2K0r)×B(zi,2K0r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) ≤ c2N0E(f, f). (3.5)

On the other hand, using the Cauchy inequality and Fubini’s theorem in the first inequality below,
(3.3) and the symmetry of Js in the second, and Corollary 2.8 in the third, we get

∞∑

i=1

ˆ

B(zi,r)×B(zi,2r)c
(f(x)− f(y))2Js(x, y)µ(dy)µ(dx)

≤ 2

∞∑

i=1

ˆ

B(zi,r)
f(x)2

ˆ

B(x,r)c
Js(x, y)µ(dy)µ(dx)

+ 2

ˆ

M
f(y)2

∞∑

i=1

ˆ

B(zi,r)\B(y,r)
Js(y, x)µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ 4N0

ˆ

M
f(x)2µ(dx) sup

z∈M

ˆ

B(z,r)c
Js(z, y)µ(dy)

≤ c2N0(1− s)r−βs‖f‖22 ≤ c2N0(1− s)r−β‖f‖22. (3.6)

Combining (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6), we arrive at Es(f, f) ≤ c3E1(f, f). Similarly, using rTJβ(s) and
Proposition 3.2 in place of Corollary 2.8 and rECβ(s) respectively and repeating the preceding
argument, we can establish E(f, f) ≤ c4Es

1(f, f). ✷

Corollary 3.4. Suppose that rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s) hold. Then FD = Fs
D for any open set D ⊂ M .

In particular, F = Fs = W βs/2,2 and (E ,F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L2(M).

Proof. Let f ∈ Fs
D. Since (Es,Fs

D) is regular, there exists a Es
1 -Cauchy sequence (fn)n≥1 in

Cc(D) ∩ Fs converging to f in Es
1 -norm. By Proposition 3.3, (fn)n≥1 is a E1-Cauchy sequence

in Cc(D) that converges to f in E1-norm. Hence, we get f ∈ FD, implying that Fs
D ⊂ FD.

Similarly, we can deduce that FD ⊂ Fs
D. Hence, FD = Fs

D. Now by letting D = M , we obtain
F = Fs = W βs/2,2. Since F is non-empty, (E ,F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L2(M). ✷

By Propositions 2.11 and 2.14, and Corollary 3.4, we get the next proposition.
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Proposition 3.5. If rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s) hold, then (E ,F) satisfies rFKβ(s) and rPIβ(s).

In the remainder of this section, we establish rCSβ(s) for (E ,F) under rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s).
The verification of rCSβ(s) is challenging since we cannot generally expect a pointwise bound for
the integral

´

M (φ(x) − φ(y))2J(dx, dy) that appears in rCSβ(s). Note that rECβ(s) allows us to
compare double integrals only, and the constant K0 in rECβ(s) can be strictly larger than 1. To
address these issues, we use a covering argument to manage the constant K0 and take advantage of
the fact that the cutoff φ ∈ Fs used in rCSβ(s) for (Es,Fs) is almost radial.

We begin with the next lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s) hold. There exists C > 0 independent of s such
that for all x0 ∈ M , R > 0, r ∈ (0, R0/2) and f ∈ L2(B(x0, R+ r)),

(1− s)

ˆ

B(x0,R)×B(x0,R)

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ C

(
ˆ

B(x0,R+r)×B(x0,R+r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) +

1− s

rβs

ˆ

B(x0,R)
f2dµ

)
(3.7)

and
ˆ

B(x0,R)×B(x0,R)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ C

(
(1− s)

ˆ

B(x0,R+r)×B(x0,R+r)

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy) +

1− s

rβs

ˆ

B(x0,R)
f2dµ

)
.

(3.8)

Proof. Let K0 ≥ 1 be constant in rECβ(s). Set

E1 := {(x, y) ∈ B(x0, R)×B(x0, R) : d(x, y) < r/(4K0)}
and E2 := (B(x0, R) × B(x0, R)) \ E1. By Lemma 3.1, there exist N0 ∈ N and an open covering
{B(zi, r/(4K0))}∞i=1 of M such that

∞∑

i=1

1B(zi,r/2) ≤ N0 on M. (3.9)

Since {B(zi, r/(4K0))}∞i=1 is an open covering of M , we have

(1− s)

ˆ

E1

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ (1− s)
∑

i:B(zi,r/(4K0))∩B(x0,R)6=∅

ˆ

B(zi,r/(4K0))

ˆ

B(x,r/(4K0))

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dy)µ(dx)

≤ (1− s)
∑

i:zi∈B(x0,R+r/4)

ˆ

B(zi,r/(2K0))×B(zi,r/(2K0))

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy).

Hence, applying rECβ(s) and using (3.9), we get

(1− s)

ˆ

E1

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ c1
∑

i:zi∈B(x0,R+r/2)

ˆ

B(zi,r/2)×B(zi,r/2)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ c1N0

ˆ

B(x0,R+r)×B(x0,R+r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy). (3.10)

23



On the other hand, since V (x, d(x, y)) ≍ V (y, d(x, y)) for all x, y ∈ M by VD*, using Lemma 2.6,
we obtain

(1− s)

ˆ

E2

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ c2(1− s)

ˆ

B(x0,R)
f(x)2

ˆ

B(x,r/(4K0))c

µ(dy)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)

≤ c3(1− s)

βs(r/(4K0))βs

ˆ

B(x0,R)
f2dµ ≤ c3(1− s)(4K0)

β

βs0rβs

ˆ

B(x0,R)
f2dµ. (3.11)

Combining (3.10) with (3.11), we deduce that (3.7) holds.
Similarly, following the arguments for (3.7) and using Proposition 3.2, we obtain (3.8). ✷

Note that, by Corollary 3.4, F̃ = F̃s and F̃b = F̃s
b .

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s) hold. There exist C1, C2 > 0 independent of s
such that the following holds: Let x0 ∈ M and R, r > 0 be such that R + 2r < R0. There exists a
cutoff function φ ∈ F for B(x0, R) ⋐ B(x0, R+ r) such that for all f ∈ F̃b,

ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)×M
f(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ C1(1− s)

ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)×B(x0,R+2r)

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

+ 2

ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)×B(x0,R+2r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) +

C2

rβs

ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)
f2dµ.

Proof. Define Ua := B(x0, R+ar) for a ≥ 0. By Proposition 2.18, since Fs = F and F̃s = F̃ , there
exist constants c1, c2 > 0 independent of s, x0, R and r, and a cutoff function φ ∈ F for U0 ⋐ U1

such that for all f ∈ F̃ ,

(1− s)

ˆ

U2×M

f(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ c1(1− s)

ˆ

U1×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy) +

c2
rβs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ. (3.12)

Since φ is a cutoff function for U0 ⋐ U1, using rTJβ(s), we get that for all f ∈ F̃ ,
ˆ

U2×Uc
2

f(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2J(dx, dy) =

ˆ

U2×Uc
2

f(x)2φ(x)2J(dx, dy)

≤
ˆ

U1

f(x)2J(x,B(x, r)c)µ(dx) ≤ c3(1− s)

rβs

ˆ

U1

f2dµ. (3.13)

Besides, using Lemma 3.6 (with R replaced by R+ 2r), since φ2 ≤ 1, we see that
ˆ

U2×U2

f(x)2(φ(x) − φ(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ 2

ˆ

U2×U2

(
(f(x)φ(x) − f(y)φ(y))2 + φ(y)2(f(y)− f(x))2

)
J(dx, dy)

≤ c4(1− s)

ˆ

U3×U3

(f(x)φ(x)− f(y)φ(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy) +

c5(1− s)

rβs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ

+ 2

ˆ

U2×U2

(f(y)− f(x))2J(dx, dy). (3.14)
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Applying (3.12) and using φ2 ≤ 1, we get

(1− s)

ˆ

U2×U2

(f(x)φ(x)− f(y)φ(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ 2(1 − s)

ˆ

U2×U2

(f(x)(φ(x) − φ(y))2 + φ(y)(f(x) − f(y))2)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ 2c1(1− s)

ˆ

U2×U2

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy) +

2c2
rβs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ

+ 2(1− s)

ˆ

U2×U2

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy). (3.15)

By VD*, V (x, d(x, y)) ≍ V (y, d(x, y)) for all x, y ∈ M . Using this and the fact that φ = 0 in U c
1 in

the first inequality below, φ2 ≤ 1 in the second and Lemma 2.6 in the third, we obtain

(1− s)

ˆ

(U3×U3)\(U2×U2)

(f(x)φ(x)− f(y)φ(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ c6(1− s)

ˆ

U1×Uc
2

f(x)2φ(x)2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ c6(1− s)

ˆ

U1

f(x)2
ˆ

B(x,r)c

µ(dy)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)

≤ c7(1 − s)

βs0rβs

ˆ

U1

f2dµ. (3.16)

Combining (3.13), (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16), we arrive at the result. ✷

The proof of the next proposition is motivated by [29, Lemma 2.9] and [21, Proposition 2.4].
However, unlike in [29, 21], since we do not assume the existence and pointwise estimates for the
density of the jump kernel J(dx, dy), non-trivial modifications are required.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that rTJβ(s) and rECβ(s) hold. Then (E ,F) satisfies rCSβ(s).

Proof. Let x0 ∈ M and R, r > 0 be such that R+ 2r < R0. Write Ua := B(x0, R + ar) for a ≥ 0.
Fix ε > 0. Let λ = λ(ε) > 0 be a constant to be determined later. Define c0 := 1− e−λ/β ,

an := c0e
−λ(n−1)/β and bn :=

n∑

m=1

am, n ≥ 1.

Note that limn→∞ bn = 1. By Lemma 3.7, there exist constants C1, C2 > 0 independent of s, x0, R, r
and λ such that for each n ≥ 1, there exists a cutoff function φn ∈ F for Ubn−an+1 ⋐ Ubn so that

for all f ∈ F̃b,

ˆ

Ubn+1
×M

f(x)2(φn(x)− φn(y))
2J(dx, dy)

≤ C1(1− s)

ˆ

Ubn+1
×Ubn+1

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

+ 2

ˆ

Ubn+1
×Ubn+1

(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) +
C2e

sλn

(c0r)βs

ˆ

Ubn+1

f2dµ. (3.17)
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Define

φ =
∞∑

n=1

(e−λ(n−1) − e−λn)φn.

Then φ ≤ ∑∞
n=1(e

−λ(n−1) − e−λn) = 1 in M , φ = 0 in U c
1 and for every k ≥ 0,

φ ≥
∞∑

n=k+1

(e−λ(n−1) − e−λn)φn =

∞∑

n=k+1

(e−λ(n−1) − e−λn) = e−λk on Ubk . (3.18)

In particular, φ is a cutoff function for U0 ⋐ U1. Further, for each n ≥ 1, applying (3.17) with
f = 1, we get

E(φn, φn) ≤ 2

ˆ

Ubn×M
(φn(x)− φn(y))

2J(dx, dy) ≤ C2µ(U2)e
sλn

(c0r)βs
.

Using this, since φ2
n ≤ 1 and s < 1, we get that for all N, k ≥ 1,

E1
( N+k∑

n=N+1

(e−λ(n−1) − e−λn)φn,
N+k∑

n=N+1

(e−λ(n−1) − e−λn)φn

)1/2

≤
N+k∑

n=N+1

(e−λ(n−1) − e−λn)E1(φn, φn)
1/2 ≤

∞∑

n=N+1

e−λ(n−1)

(
C2µ(U2)e

sλn

(c0r)βs
+ µ(U2)

)1/2

≤ eλµ(U2)
1/2

(
C2

(c0r)βs
+ 1

)1/2 ∞∑

n=N+1

e−λn/2 =
eλµ(U2)

1/2

eλ/2 − 1

(
C2

(c0r)βs
+ 1

)1/2

e−λN/2.

Thus, (
∑k

n=1 (e
−λ(n−1) − e−λn)φn)k≥1 is a E1-Cauchy sequence, implying φ ∈ F .

Now, we show that φ satisfies (1.6). Let f ∈ F̃b. Observe that

ˆ

U2×M
f(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2J(dx, dy)

= 2(eλ − 1)2
∞∑

n=1

∞∑

m=n+2

e−λ(n+m)

ˆ

U2×M
f(x)2(φn(x)− φn(y))(φm(x)− φm(y))J(dx, dy)

+ 2(eλ − 1)2
∞∑

n=1

e−λ(2n+1)

ˆ

U2×M
f(x)2(φn(x)− φn(y))(φn+1(x)− φn+1(y))J(dx, dy)

+ (eλ − 1)2
∞∑

n=1

e−2λn

ˆ

U2×M
f(x)2(φn(x)− φn(y))

2J(dx, dy)

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

For n ≥ 1 and m ≥ n + 2, we see that (φn(x) − φn(y))(φm(x) − φm(y)) 6= 0 only if x ∈ Ubn and
y ∈ U c

bn+1
, or x ∈ U c

bn+1
and y ∈ Ubn . Thus, for any n ≥ 1 and m ≥ n+2, (φn(x)−φn(y))(φm(x)−
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φm(y)) 6= 0 only if d(x, y) ≥ an+1r. Using this property and rTJβ(s), we obtain

I1 ≤ 2(eλ − 1)2
∞∑

n=1

∞∑

m=n+2

e−λ(n+m)

ˆ

U2

f(x)2J(x,B(x, an+1r)
c)µ(dx)

≤ c1(1− s)(eλ − 1)2

(c0r)βs

∞∑

n=1

∞∑

m=n+2

e−λ(n+m−sn)

ˆ

U2

f2dµ

≤ c1(e
λ − 1)2

cβ0r
βs

∞∑

n=1

∞∑

m=n+2

e−λm

ˆ

U2

f2dµ

=
c1(e

λ − 1)

eλcβ0r
βs

∞∑

n=1

e−λn

ˆ

U2

f2dµ =
c1

eλcβ0 r
βs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ. (3.19)

By the Cauchy inequality, I2 ≤ 2I3. For each n, since φn = 0 in U c
bn

, by rTJβ(s),

ˆ

(U2\Ubn+1
)×M

f(x)2(φn(x)− φn(y))
2J(dx, dy) =

ˆ

(U2\Ubn+1
)×Ubn

f(x)2φn(y)
2J(dx, dy)

≤
ˆ

U2\Ubn+1

f(x)2J(x,B(x, an+1r)
c)µ(dx) ≤ c2(1− s)esλn

(c0r)βs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ. (3.20)

Further, applying Lemma 3.6 with R replaced by R+ bnr and r by an+2r, we see that

(1− s)

ˆ

Ubn+1
×Ubn+1

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ c3

ˆ

Ubn+2
×Ubn+2

(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) +
(1− s)esλ(n+1)

(c0r)βs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ (3.21)

Combining (3.17), (3.20) and (3.21), we deduce that for all n ≥ 1,

ˆ

U2×M
f(x)2(φn(x)− φn(y))

2J(dx, dy)

≤ c4

(
ˆ

Ubn+2
×Ubn+2

(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) +
esλ(n+1)

(c0r)βs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ

)
.

Therefore, we obtain

I3 ≤ c4(e
λ − 1)2

∞∑

n=1

e−2λn

ˆ

Ubn+2
×Ubn+2

(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

+ c4e
sλ(eλ − 1)2

∞∑

n=1

e−(2−s)λn

(c0r)βs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ

=: I3,1 + I3,2.

Note that

I3,2 ≤
c4e

λ(eλ − 1)2

cβ0r
βs

∞∑

n=1

e−λn

ˆ

U2

f2dµ =
c4e

λ(eλ − 1)

cβ0 r
βs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ. (3.22)
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For I3,1, we have

I3,1 ≤ c4(e
λ − 1)2

∞∑

n=1

e−2λn

ˆ

U0×Ubn+2

(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

+ c4(e
λ − 1)2

∞∑

n=1

n+2∑

k=1

e−2λn

ˆ

(Ubk
\Ubk−1

)×Ubn+2

(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

=: c4(I
′
3,1 + I ′3,2). (3.23)

Since φ = 1 in U0, it holds that

I ′3,1 ≤ (eλ − 1)2
∞∑

n=1

e−2λn

ˆ

U0×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

=
(eλ − 1)

eλ + 1

ˆ

U0×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy). (3.24)

Moreover, by (3.18), we have

I ′3,2 ≤ (eλ − 1)2
∞∑

n=1

n+2∑

k=1

e−2λ(n−k)

ˆ

(Ubk
\Ubk−1

)×Ubn+2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ (eλ − 1)2
∞∑

k=1

e2λk
ˆ

(Ubk
\Ubk−1

)×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)
∞∑

n=k−2

e−2λn

=
(eλ − 1)e6λ

eλ + 1

∞∑

k=1

ˆ

(Ubk
\Ubk−1

)×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy)

=
(eλ − 1)e6λ

eλ + 1

ˆ

(U1\U0)×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy). (3.25)

Since I2 ≤ 2I3, by (3.22), (3.23), (3.24) and (3.25), we deduce that

I2 + I3 ≤
3c4(e

λ − 1)e6λ

eλ + 1

ˆ

U1×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) +
3c4e

λ(eλ − 1)

cβ0 r
βs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ.

Combining this with (3.19), we arrive at

ˆ

U2×M
f(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ 3c4(e
λ − 1)e6λ

eλ + 1

ˆ

U1×U2

φ(x)2(f(x)− f(y))2J(dx, dy) +
c1 + 3c4e

λ(eλ − 1)

cβ0 r
βs

ˆ

U2

f2dµ.

Note that lima→0 3c4(e
a − 1)e6a/(ea +1) = 0. By choosing λ such that 3c4(e

λ − 1)e6λ/(eλ +1) = ε,
we conclude that (1.6) holds. The proof is complete. ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.9. The result follows from Corollary 3.4, and Propositions 3.5 and 3.8. ✷
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4 L2-mean value inequality for (E ,F)

In Sections 4 and 5, we assume that (E ,F) is a pure-jump type regular Dirichlet form on L2(M) with
the representation (1.3). In this section, we establish the L2-mean value inequality for subsolutions
associated with (E ,F) (Proposition 4.5). We mainly follow the strategy of [21, Section 4].

The next lemma follows from [29, Lemma 3.2(i)].

Lemma 4.1. Let D ⊂ M be a non-empty bounded open set and F : R → R be a twice differentiable
function such that F ′′ ≥ 0 and supR |F ′| + supR F ′′ < ∞. Suppose that u ∈ F loc

D is locally bounded
in D and satisfies (1.9). Then for any 0 ≤ φ ∈ F ∩ Cc(D), E(F ◦ u, φ) and E(u, (F ′ ◦ u)φ) are
absolutely convergent and

E(F ◦ u, φ) ≤ E(u, (F ′ ◦ u)φ). (4.1)

We establish a robust version of Caccioppoli-type inequality. Note that a non-robust version
was previously established in [21, Lemma 4.6].

Recall that the nonlocal tail T (u,D1,D2) of u is defined as (1.10).

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that rTJβ(s) and rCSβ(s) hold. There exists C > 0 independent of s such
that the following holds: For any x0 ∈ M and R, r > 0 satisfying R+ 2r < R0, there exists a cutoff
function φ ∈ F for B(x0, R) ⋐ B(x0, R+r) such that if u is bounded in B(x0, R+2r) and −Lu ≤ f
in B(x0, R+2r) for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R+2r)), then for all θ0 ≥ 0 and θ1 > θ0+rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R+2r)),

ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)×M

(
φ(x)(u(x) − θ1)+ − φ(y)(u(y) − θ1)+

)2
J(dx, dy)

≤
(

C

rβs
+

18T (u+, B(x0, R+ r), B(x0, R+ 2r)c)

θ1 − θ0

)
ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)
(u(x)− θ0)

2
+dµ.

Proof. Define Ua := B(x0, R + ar) for a ≥ 0. Let φ ∈ F be a cutoff function for U0 ⋐ U1

satisfying (1.6) with ε = 1/8. Denote T := T (u+, U1, U
c
2), v := (u− θ1)+ and w := (u− θ0)+. Since

u ∈ F loc
U2

∩ L∞(U2), we have v ∈ F loc
U2

∩ L∞(U2). Hence, there exists ṽ ∈ Fb such that v = ṽ in U1.
By [27, Theorem 1.4.2], vφ2 = ṽφ2 ∈ FU1 ∩ L∞(M). Since −Lu ≤ f in U2, we obtain

ˆ

U1

fvφ2dµ ≥ E(u, vφ2) =

ˆ

U2×U2

(u(x)− u(y))(v(x)φ(x)2 − v(y)φ(y)2)J(dx, dy)

+ 2

ˆ

U1×Uc
2

(u(x)− u(y))v(x)φ(x)2J(dx, dy)

=: I1 + I2. (4.2)

For all x ∈ U1, if u(x) ≤ θ1, then f(x)v(x)φ(x)2 = 0 and if u(x) > θ1, then

f(x)v(x)φ(x)2 ≤ ‖f+‖L∞(U2)v(x) ≤ r−βs(θ1 − θ0)(u(x)− θ1) ≤ r−βsw(x)2.

Thus, f(x)v(x)φ(x)2 ≤ r−βsw(x)2 for all x ∈ U1, implying that

ˆ

U1

fvφ2dµ ≤ 1

rβs

ˆ

U1

w2dµ. (4.3)

For I1, following the argument in [21, p.36], we get

I1 ≥
1

2

ˆ

U2×U2

φ(x)2(v(x)− v(y))2J(dx, dy) − 2

ˆ

U2×U2

v(x)2(φ(x) − φ(y))2J(dx, dy). (4.4)
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For I2, we note that for all x ∈ U1 and y ∈ U c
2 , if u(x) ≥ u(y) or u(x) < θ1, then (u(x) −

u(y))v(x)φ(x)2 ≥ 0, and if u(y) > u(x) ≥ θ1, then

(u(x)− u(y))v(x)φ(x)2 ≥ −u(y)(u(x) − θ1) ≥ −u+(y)w(x)
2

θ1 − θ0
.

Consequently, it holds that

I2 ≥ −2

ˆ

U1

w(x)2

θ1 − θ0

ˆ

Uc
2

u+(y)J(x, y)µ(dy)µ(dx) ≥ − 2T

θ1 − θ0

ˆ

U1

w2dµ. (4.5)

Combining (4.2), (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5), we obtain

1

2

ˆ

U2×U2

φ(x)2(v(x) − v(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ 2

ˆ

U2×U2

v(x)2(φ(x) − φ(y))2J(dx, dy) +

(
1

rβs
+

2T

θ1 − θ0

)
ˆ

U1

w2dµ. (4.6)

By the symmetry of J , since φ = 0 in U c
2 , we have

1

9

ˆ

U2×M
(φ(x)v(x) − φ(y)v(y))2J(dx, dy)

=
2

9

ˆ

U2×M
v(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2J(dx, dy) +

2

9

ˆ

U2×U2

φ(x)2(v(x) − v(y))2J(dx, dy).

Using this in the first inequality below, (1.6) (with f = v and ε = 1/8) in the second, and (4.6) and
v2 ≤ w2 in the last, we arrive at

1

9

ˆ

U2×M
(φ(x)v(x) − φ(y)v(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ 2

9

ˆ

U2×M
v(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2J(dx, dy) +

2

9

ˆ

U2×U2

φ(x)2(v(x)− v(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤ 1

2

ˆ

U2×U2

φ(x)2(v(x) − v(y))2J(dx, dy) +
c1
rβs

ˆ

U2

v2dµ − 2

ˆ

U2×M
v(x)2(φ(x)− φ(y))2J(dx, dy)

≤
(
c1 + 1

rβs
+

2T

θ1 − θ0

)
ˆ

U2

w2dµ.

The proof is complete. ✷

The proof of the next lemma is originally due to [28, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that rTJβ(s), rFKβ(s) and rCSβ(s) hold. There exists C > 0 independent of
s such that the following holds: Let x0 ∈ M and 0 < r ≤ R be such that R + 2r < R0/2. Suppose
that u is bounded in B(x0, R+2r) and −Lu ≤ f in B(x0, R+ 2r) for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R+2r)). For
given θ0 ≥ 0 and θ1 > θ0 + rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R+2r)), define

I0 :=
ˆ

B(x0,R+2r)
(u− θ0)

2
+dµ and I1 :=

ˆ

B(x0,R)
(u− θ1)

2
+dµ.

Then we have

I1 ≤
CRβs

(θ1 − θ0)2βs/αV (x0, R+ 2r)βs/α

[
1

rβs
+

T (u+, B(x0, R+ r), B(x0, R+ 2r)c)

θ1 − θ0

]
I1+βs/α
0 .
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Proof. Write Ua := B(x0, R + ar) for a ≥ 0. Denote w := (u − θ0)+, v := (u − θ1)+ and
T := T (u+, U1, U

c
2). By Lemma 4.2, there exists a cutoff function φ for U0 ⋐ U1 such that
ˆ

U2×M

(
φ(x)v(x) − φ(y)v(y)

)2
J(dx, dy) ≤

(
c1
rβs

+
18T

θ1 − θ0

)
I0. (4.7)

Let

E := {x ∈ U1 : v(x) > 0} = {x ∈ U1 : u(x) > θ1} .

If µ(E) = 0, then I1 = 0 and the desired inequality is evident. Suppose that µ(E) > 0. By the
outer regularity of µ, there is an open set D such that E ⊂ D ⊂ U2 and µ(D) ≤ 2µ(E). By the
Markov’s inequality, it follows that

µ(D) ≤ 2µ(E) ≤ 2

ˆ

E

(u(x) − θ0)
2
+

(θ1 − θ0)2
µ(dx) ≤ 2I0

(θ1 − θ0)2
. (4.8)

Since φv ∈ FD and (E ,F) satisfies rFKβ(s) (with K2 ≥ 1), we have

‖φv‖22
(
V (x0, R+ 2r)

µ(D)

)βs/α

≤ c2

(
(3R)βs

ˆ

B(x0,K2R+2K2r)×B(x0,K2R+2K2r)

(
φ(x)v(x) − φ(y)v(y)

)2
J(dx, dy) + ‖φv‖22

)
.

Thus, since φ = 0 in U c
1 , using the symmetry of J , (4.7) and rTJβ(s), we obtain

‖φv‖22
(
V (x0, R + 2r)

µ(D)

)βs/α

≤ c2

[
(3R)βs

ˆ

U2×U2

(
φ(x)v(x) − φ(y)v(y)

)2
J(dx, dy)

+ 2(3R)βs
ˆ

U1

φ(x)2v(x)2
ˆ

Uc
2

J(x, dy)µ(dx) + ‖φv‖22
]

≤ 3βc2

[
Rβs

(
c1
rβs

+
18T

θ1 − θ0

)
I0 + 2Rβs

ˆ

U1

φ(x)2v(x)2
ˆ

B(x,r)c
J(x, dy)µ(dx) + ‖φv‖22

]

≤ 3βc2R
βs

[(
c1
rβs

+
18T

θ1 − θ0

)
I0 +

(
c3(1− s) + 1

rβs

)
‖φv‖22

]
. (4.9)

Since φ = 1 in U0 and φ2v2 ≤ w2, we have

I1 =
ˆ

U0

φ2v2dµ ≤ ‖φv‖22 ≤ I0. (4.10)

Combining (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10), we arrive at

I1 ≤ ‖φv‖22 ≤ 3βc2R
βs

(
µ(D)

V (x0, R + 2r)

)βs/α [( c1
rβs

+
18T

θ1 − θ0

)
I0 +

(
c3(1− s) + 1

rβs

)
‖φv‖22

]

≤ 3βc2R
βs

(
2I0

(θ1 − θ0)2V (x0, R+ 2r)

)βs/α[c1 + c3 + 1

rβs
+

18T

θ1 − θ0

]
I0

≤ 2β/α3βc2R
βs

(θ1 − θ0)2βs/αV (x0, R+ 2r)βs/α

[
c1 + c3 + 1

rβs
+

18T

θ1 − θ0

]
I1+βs/α
0 .

✷

We recall the following elementary iteration lemma from [21, Lemma 4.9].

31



Lemma 4.4. Let (an)n≥0 be a sequence of positive real numbers such that for all n ≥ 0,

an+1 ≤ c0b
na1+ε

n ,

for some constants ε > 0, b > 1 and c0 > 0. If a0 ≤ c
−1/ε
0 b−1/ε2 , then limn→∞ an = 0.

We now establish the L2-mean value inequality for subsolutions.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that rTJβ(s), rFKβ(s) and rCSβ(s) hold. There exists C > 0 indepen-
dent of s such that the following holds: Let x0 ∈ M and 0 < R < R0/2. Suppose that u is bounded
in B(x0, R) and −Lu ≤ f in B(x0, R) for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R)). Then for all δ > 0 and q ∈ [0, β], it
holds that

ess sup
B(x0,R/2)

u ≤ C

[(
1 +

1

δ

)α/(2βs)

I1/2 + δTq +Rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R))

]
,

where

I = I(u, x0, R) :=
1

V (x0, R)

ˆ

B(x0,R)
u2dµ,

Tq = Tq(u, x0, R) := sup

{
aqT (u+, B(x0, r), B(x0, r + a)c)

Rq−βs
: r ∈ [R/2, R], a ∈ (0, R/8]

}
.

(4.11)

Proof. Fix δ > 0 and q ∈ [0, β]. Set ν := βs/α and let θ > Rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R)) be a constant to
be determined later. For n ≥ 0, define

rn =
1

2
(1 + 2−n)R, θn =

n∑

j=0

2−jβsθ and an =

ˆ

B(x0,rn)
(u− θn)

2
+dµ.

For all n ≥ 0, we have

θn+1 − θn = 2−(n+1)βsθ > 2−(n+1)βsRβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R)) > (rn − rn+1)
βs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R)).

Applying Lemma 4.3 (with R = rn+1, r = (rn − rn+1)/2, θ1 = θn+1 and θ0 = θn) and using VD, we
get that for all n ≥ 0,

an+1 ≤
c1r

βs
n+1

(θn+1 − θn)2νV (x0, rn)ν

×
[

2βs

(rn − rn+1)βs
+

T (u+, B(x0, (rn + rn+1)/2), B(x0, rn)
c)

θn+1 − θn

]
a1+ν
n

≤ c1r
βs
n+1

(θn+1 − θn)2νV (x0, R/2)ν

[
2βs

(rn − rn+1)βs
+

Rq−βsTq
(θn+1 − θn)((rn − rn+1)/2)q

]
a1+ν
n

≤ 22να+2νβs(n+1)c2R
βs

θ2νV (x0, R)ν

[
2βs(n+3)

Rβs
+

2βs(n+1)+q(n+3)Tq
θRβs

]
a1+ν
n

≤ 22να+2νβs+3βs+3qc2
θ2νV (x0, R)ν

[
1 +

Tq
θ

]
2(2νβs+βs+q)na1+ν

n . (4.12)

Without loss of generality, we assume c2 ≥ 1. Set b := 22νβs+βs+q, c3 := 22να+2νβs+3βs+3qc2,

θ :=

(
c
1/ν
3 b1/ν

2
(1 + δ−1)1/νa0

V (x0, R)

)1/2

+ δTq +Rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R))
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and

c0 :=
c3

θ2νV (x0, R)ν

[
1 +

Tq
θ

]
.

By (4.12), an+1 ≤ c0b
na1+ν

n for all n ≥ 0. Moreover, it holds that

c
−1/ν
0 b−1/ν2 = c

−1/ν
3 b−1/ν2 θ2V (x0, R)

(1 + Tq/θ)1/ν
≥ (1 + δ−1)1/νa0

(1 + Tq/θ)1/ν
≥ (1 + δ−1)1/νa0

(1 + δ−1)1/ν
= a0.

Thus, by Lemma 4.4, we obtain limn→∞ an = 0 which implies ess supB(x0,R/2) u ≤ ∑∞
j=0 2

−jβsθ =

2βsθ/(2βs − 1). Since a0 ≤ I2V (x0, R), by the definition of θ, we arrive at

ess sup
B(x0,R/2)

u

≤ 2β

2βs0 − 1

[(
27α+2β+3α/s0+α2/(βs0)+α2/(βs20)(1 + δ−1)1/ν

) 1
2I + δTq +Rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R))

]
.

✷

Corollary 4.6. Suppose that rTJβ(s), rFKβ(s) and rCSβ(s) hold. There exists C > 0 independent
of s such that the following holds: Let x0 ∈ M and 0 < R < R0/2. Suppose that u is bounded in
B(x0, R) and −Lu ≤ f in B(x0, R) for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R)). Then for all q ∈ [0, β],

ess sup
B(x0,R/2)

u ≤ C
[
I2βs/(α+2βs) (I ∨ Tq)α/(α+2βs) +Rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R))

]
, (4.13)

where I and Tq are defined as (4.11). Additionally, if u+ is bounded in M , then

ess sup
B(x0,R/2)

u ≤ C

[
I2βs/(α+2βs)

(
I ∨ Λ(1− s) ess sup

B(x0,R/2)c
u+

)α/(α+2βs)

+Rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R))

]
, (4.14)

where Λ > 0 is the constant in rTJβ(s).

Proof. Set ν ′ := 2βs/(α+ 2βs). For q ∈ [0, β], applying Proposition 4.5 with δ = (I/Tq)ν
′

, we get
that

ess sup
B(x0,R/2)

u ≤ c1
(
(1 + δ−1)α/(2βs)I + δTq +Rβs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R))

)

≤ c1R
βs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R)) + c1




2α/(2βs)I + Iν′T 1−ν′

q if δ ≥ 1,

2α/(2βs)(Tq/I)ν′α/(2βs)I + Iν′T 1−ν′
q if δ < 1

≤ c1R
βs‖f+‖L∞(B(x0,R)) + (2α/(2βs0) + 1)c1Iν′ (I ∨ Tq)1−ν′ .

This proves (4.13). For (4.14), we assume that K := ess supB(x0,R/2)c u+ < ∞ and take q = βs. By
rTJβ(s), for all r ∈ [R/2, R] and a ∈ (0, R/8], we have

aβsT (u+, B(x0, r), B(x0, r + a)c) ≤ Kaβs sup
x∈B(x0,r)

ˆ

B(x,a)c
J(x, dy) ≤ Λ(1− s)K.

Thus, Tβs ≤ Λ(1− s)K. From (4.13), we conclude that (4.14) holds. ✷
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5 Regularity estimates for (E ,F)

In this section, we continue to assume that (E ,F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L2(M) with the
representation (1.3). The goal of this section is to establish a weak elliptic Harnack inequality
(Proposition 5.5) and elliptic Hölder regularity for (E ,F) (Corollary 5.7). For this, we mainly
follow the framework of [18].

5.1 rTJβ(s) + rFKβ(s) + rCSβ(s) + rPIβ(s) ⇒ rWEHIβ(s)

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that rPIβ(s) holds with K1. There exists C > 0 independent of s such that
the following holds: Let x0 ∈ M , R ∈ (0, R0) and r ∈ (0, R/(2K1)). Suppose that u is bounded,
non-negative and −Lu ≥ f in B(x0, R) for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R)). For given a, h > 0 and b > 1, let

v = v(u, a, h, b) :=

[
log

a+ h

u+ h

]

+

∧ log b.

Then we have
ˆ

B(x0,r)
(v − vB(x0,r))

2 dµ

≤ CV (x0, r)

(
1 +

rβs T (u−, B(x0, 2K1r), B(x0, R)c) + rβs‖f−‖L∞(B(x0,R))

h

)
.

Proof. Following the proof of [20, Proposition 4.13] and noting that the constants appearing in
the proof are independent of s, we obtain the result. ✷

Using Lemma 5.1, one can follow the proof of [18, Lemma 3.3] with careful considerations of
constants and obtain

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that rPIβ(s) holds with K1. There exists C > 0 independent of s such that
the following holds: Let x0 ∈ M , R ∈ (0, R0) and r ∈ (0, R/(4K1)). Suppose that u is bounded,
non-negative and −Lu ≥ f in B(x0, R) for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R)). If there exist a > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1)
satisfying

µ (B(x0, r) ∩ {u < a}) ≤ δV (x0, r), (5.1)

then for all ε ∈ (0, 1),

µ
(
B(x0, 2r) ∩

{
u ≤ εa− rβs

(
T (u−, B(x0, 4K1r), B(x0, R)c) + ‖f−‖L∞(B(x0,R))

)})
≤ CV (x0, 2r)

(1− δ)| log ε| .

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that rTJβ(s), rFKβ(s), rCSβ(s) and rPIβ(s) hold with K1. Let x0 ∈ M , R ∈
(0, R0) and r ∈ (0, R/(4K1)). Suppose that u is bounded, non-negative and −Lu ≥ f in B(x0, R)
for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R)). If (5.1) holds for a > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1), then there exists ε0 = ε0(δ) ∈ (0, 1)
depending on δ but independent of s, x0, R, r, f, u and a such that

ess inf
B(x0,r)

u ≥ ε0a− rβs
(
T (u−, B(x0, 4K1r), B(x0, R)c) + ‖f−‖L∞(B(x0,R))

)
. (5.2)

Proof. Define Bl := B(x0, l) for l > 0. Set

h := rβs
(
T (u−, B(x0, 4K1r), B(x0, R)c) + ‖f−‖L∞(BR)

)
.
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Let k > 0 be a constant to be determined later and F : R → R be a twice differentiable function
with the following properties:

F ′ ≤ 0, F ′′ ≥ 0, sup
t∈R

|F ′(t)|+ sup
t∈R

F ′′(t) < ∞, (5.3)

F (t) =
1

t+ k
for all t > −k

2
and F (t) ≤ −10t

k2
for all t ≤ −k

2
. (5.4)

Since −Lu ≥ f in BR and (F ′ ◦ u) ≤ 0, by Lemma 4.1, for any 0 ≤ φ ∈ F ∩ Cc(BR),

E(F ◦ u, φ) ≤ E(u, (F ′ ◦ u)φ) ≤ 〈(F ′ ◦ u)fφ〉,

that is, −L(F ◦ u) ≤ (F ′ ◦ u)f in BR. Applying (4.13) to F ◦ u, since u ≥ 0 in Br, we obtain

(
ess inf

Br

u+ k
)−1

= ess sup
Br

F ◦ u ≤ c1

[
Iν0 (I ∨ Tβs)1−ν0 + (2r)βs‖[(F ′ ◦ u)f ]+‖L∞(BR)

]
, (5.5)

where

I :=

(
1

V (x0, 2r)

ˆ

B2r

(F ◦ u)2dµ
)1/2

,

Tβs := sup
{
bβsT ((F ◦ u)+, B(x0, l), B(x0, l + b)c) : l ∈ [r, 2r], b ∈ (0, r/4]

}

and ν0 := 2βs0/(α + 2βs0). Since u ≥ 0 in BR, we have −F ′ ◦ u = (u + k)−2 ≤ k−2 and
F ◦ u = (u+ k)−1 ≤ k−1 in BR. Hence, I ≤ k−1 and

(2r)βs‖[(F ′ ◦ u)f ]+‖L∞(BR) ≤ 2βrβsk−2‖f−‖L∞(BR) ≤ 2βhk−2. (5.6)

Let l ∈ [r, 2r] and b ∈ (0, r/4]. For all x ∈ Bl, using the fact that u ≥ 0 in BR and rTJβ(s), we
obtain

bβs
ˆ

Bc
l+b

F (u(y))J(x, dy) ≤ bβs
(
ˆ

Bc
l+b∩{u>−k/2}

J(x, dy)

u(y) + k
+

10

k2

ˆ

Bc
l+b∩{u≤−k/2}

u−(y)J(x, dy)

)

≤ bβs
(
2

k

ˆ

Bc
l+b∩{u>−k/2}

J(x, dy) +
10

k2

ˆ

Bc
R∩{u≤−k/2}

u−(y)J(x, dy)

)

≤ bβs
(
2

k

ˆ

B(x,b)c
J(x, dy) +

10

k2
T (u−, B2r, B

c
R)

)
≤ 2Λ(1− s)

k
+

10h

k2
.

Thus, since I ≤ k−1, we get

I ∨ Tβs ≤
1 + 2Λ

k
+

10h

k2
. (5.7)

Let ε ∈ (0, 1) be a constant whose exact value to be also determined later. Since u ≥ 0 in B2r, by
Lemma 5.2, we have

I2 =
1

V (x0, 2r)

ˆ

B2r∩{u>εa−h}

µ(dx)

(u(x) + k)2
+

1

V (x0, 2r)

ˆ

B2r∩{u≤εa−h}

µ(dx)

(u(x) + k)2

≤ 1

((εa− h)+ + k)2
+

µ(B2r ∩ {u ≤ εa− h})
k2V (x0, 2r)

≤ 1

((εa − h)+ + k)2
+

c2
k2(1− δ)| log ε| . (5.8)
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Combining (5.5), (5.6), (5.7) and (5.8), and using the inequality (a + b)−1 ≥ (a−1 ∧ b−1)/2 for
a, b > 0, we obtain

ess inf
Br

u ≥ 1

c1

(
Iν0(I ∨ Tβs)1−ν0 + 2βhk−2

)−1
− k

≥ 1

2c1

[
k2

2βh
∧
(

1

((εa− h)+ + k)2
+

c2
k2(1− δ)| log ε|

)−ν0/2(1 + 2Λ

k
+

10h

k2

)ν0−1
]
− k

≥ c3

[
k2

h
∧
(

1

((εa − h)+ + k)2
+

1

k2(1− δ)| log ε|

)−ν0/2(1

k
+

h

k2

)ν0−1
]
− k, (5.9)

where c3 ∈ (0, 1) is a constant independent of s, x0, R, r, f, u and a.
Now, we let γ := (2ν0/2−2c3)

1/ν0 ∈ (0, 1), and take

ε = exp

(
− 1

γ2(1− δ)

)
and k = γεa.

Set ε0 := 2−1c3γε. If h ≥ ε0a, then since ess infBr u ≥ 0, (5.2) holds. Assume that h < ε0a. Then
c3k

2/h = 2ε0ak/h > 2k. Moreover, since h < k < εa, we have

c3

(
1

((εa− h)+ + k)2
+

1

k2(1− δ)| log ε|

)−ν0/2(1

k
+

h

k2

)ν0−1

= c3k

(
k2

(εa− h+ k)2
+

1

(1− δ)| log ε|

)−ν0/2(
1 +

h

k

)ν0−1

≥ 2ν0−1c3k

(
(γεa)2

(εa)2
+ γ2

)−ν0/2

= 2ν0/2−1c3kγ
−ν0 = 2k.

Consequently, we deduce from (5.9) that ess infBr u ≥ 2k − k = k ≥ ε0a, proving that (5.2) holds.
The proof is complete. ✷

We recall a Krylov-Safonov type covering lemma from [18, Lemma 3.8], which is originally due
to [41, Lemma 7.2].

Lemma 5.4. Let x0 ∈ M and r > 0. For a measurable set E ⊂ B(x0, r) and ε ∈ (0, 1), define

[E]ε =
⋃

l∈(0,r)

{
B(x, 5l) ∩B(x0, r) : x ∈ B(x0, r) and

µ(E ∩B(x, 5l))

V (x, l)
> ε

}
. (5.10)

Then we have either (1) [E]ε = B(x0, r) or (2) µ([E]ε) ≥ ε−1µ(E).

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that rTJβ(s), rFKβ(s), rCSβ(s) and rPIβ(s) hold with K1. There exist
constants δ, C > 0 independent of s such that for any x0 ∈ M , R ∈ (0, R0), r ∈ (0, R/(20K1 +
3)), and any Borel function u that is bounded, non-negative and −Lu ≥ f in B(x0, R) for f ∈
L∞(B(x0, R)),

(
1

V (x0, r)

ˆ

B(x0,r)
uδdµ

)1/δ

≤ C

[
ess inf
B(x0,r)

u+ rβs
(
T (u−, B(x0, (10K1 + 1)r), B(x0, R− 2r)c) + ‖f−‖L∞(B(x0,R))

)]
.

Thus, rWEHIβ(s) holds.
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Proof. Write Ba := B(x0, a) for a > 0 and let

h := (5/2)βsrβs
(
T (u−, B(10K1+1)r, B

c
R−2r) + ‖f−‖L∞(BR)

)
.

By VD, there exists c1 ∈ (0, 1/2) such that

V (x, a) ≥ 2c1V (x, 5a) for all x ∈ M and a > 0. (5.11)

Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1) be the constant from Lemma 5.3, associated with the parameter δ = 1− c1.
Let b > 0 be an arbitrary positive constant. Define for n ≥ 0,

En(b) :=
{
x ∈ Br : u(x) ≥ bεn0 − (1− ε0)

−1h
}
,

Hn(b) :=
{
(x, l) ∈ Br × (0, r) : µ(En(b) ∩B(x, 5l)) > 2−1V (x, l)

}
.

We also define [En(b)]2−1 as (5.10). By the definition, we have

[En(b)]2−1 = ∪(x,l)∈Hn(b)(B(x, 5l) ∩Br) ⊂ ∪(x,l)∈Hn(b)B(x, 5l). (5.12)

We will prove at the end of this proof that

µ(En+1(b)) ≥ µ([En(b)]2−1) for all n ≥ 0. (5.13)

Assume for the moment that (5.13) holds. Let n0 = n0(b) ∈ N be such that

2−n0V (x0, r) < µ(E0(b)) ≤ 2−n0+1V (x0, r). (5.14)

Suppose that µ(En0(b)) < V (x0, r). Then by (5.13) and Lemma 5.4,

µ(Ek(b)) ≥ µ([Ek−1(b)]2−1) ≥ 2µ(Ek−1(b)) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n0,

and therefore, V (x0, r) > µ(En0(b)) ≥ 2n0µ(E0(b)) > V (x0, r). This gives a contradiction. Hence,
µ(En0(b)) = V (x0, r). Using this in the first inequality below and (5.14) in the second, we obtain

ess inf
Br

u ≥ bεn0
0 − (1− ε0)

−1h ≥ b

(
µ(E0(b))

2V (x0, r)

)| log ε0|/ log 2

− (1− ε0)
−1h. (5.15)

Set δ1 := (log 2)/| log ε0| and
K := ess inf

Br

u+ (1− ε0)
−1h.

By (5.15), we get that for all b > 0,

µ ({x ∈ Br : u(x) ≥ b}) ≤ µ(E0(b)) ≤ 2(K/b)δ1V (x0, r). (5.16)

Using (5.16), we conclude that for any δ ∈ (0, δ1),

1

V (x0, r)

ˆ

Br

uδdµ

= δ

ˆ ∞

0
bδ−1µ({x ∈ Br : u(x) ≥ b})

V (x0, r)
db ≤ δ

ˆ K

0
bδ−1db+ 2δKδ1

ˆ ∞

K
bδ−1−δ1db =

δ1 + δ

δ1 − δ
Kδ,

which implies the desired result.
Now, we prove (5.13). Let n ≥ 0 and ε > 0. By the inner regularity of µ and (5.12), there exist

a finite collection {B(xi, 5li)}1≤i≤N with (xi, li) ∈ Hn(b) such that

µ([En(b)]2−1) ≤ µ(∪N
i=1B(xi, 5li)) + ε. (5.17)
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For all 1 ≤ i ≤ N , using (5.11), we see that

µ
(
B(xi, 5li) ∩ {u < bεn0 − (1− ε0)

−1h}
)

≤ µ (B(xi, 5li) ∩Ec
n) ≤ V (xi, 5li)− 2−1V (xi, li) ≤ (1− c1)V (xi, 5li).

Hence, applying Lemma 5.3, we obtain

ess inf
B(xi,5li)

u ≥ ε0(bε
n
0 − (1− ε0)

−1)h− (5li)
βs(T (u−, B(xi, 20K1li), B(xi, R− r)c) + ‖f−‖L∞(BR))

≥ bεn+1
0 − ε0(1− ε0)

−1h− (5/2)βsrβs(T (u−, B(10K1+1)r, B
c
R−2r) + ‖f−‖L∞(BR))

≥ bεn+1
0 − ε0(1− ε0)

−1h− h = bεn+1
0 − (1− ε0)

−1h.

It follows that µ(∪N
i=1B(xi, 5li) \ En+1(b)) = 0. Combining this with (5.17), we arrive at

µ([En(b)]2−1) ≤ µ(∪N
i=1B(xi, 5li)) + ε ≤ µ(En+1(b)) + ε.

Since ε > 0 is an arbitrary positive constant, (5.13) holds true. The proof is complete. ✷

5.2 rTJβ(s) + rWEHIβ(s) ⇒ rEHRβ(s)

For an open set D ⊂ M and u ∈ L∞(D), define

ess osc
D

u := ess sup
D

u− ess inf
D

u.

By a standard argument, we establish the next oscillation inequality for weak solutions of the
Poisson equation (1.8) under rWEHIβ(s) and rTJβ(s).

Proposition 5.6. Suppose that rWEHIβ(s) and rTJβ(s) hold. There exist constants γ ∈ (0, 1) and
C > 0 independent of s such that for any x0 ∈ M , 0 < r ≤ R < R0, and any Borel function u that
is bounded in M and −Lu = f in B(x0, R) for f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R)),

ess osc
B(x0,r)

u ≤ C
(
(r/R)γ‖u‖L∞(M) +Rβs‖f‖L∞(B(x0,R))

)
.

Proof. Let x0 ∈ M , R ∈ (0, R0) and f ∈ L∞(B(x0, R)). Write Ba := B(x0, a) for a > 0. Let
K ≥ 1 be the constant in rWEHIβ(s) and set ε := 1/(3K + 2). Define

W−1 := M and Wn := BεnR for n ≥ 0.

Let γ ∈ (0, βs0/2) be a constant to be determined later. In the following, we construct a non-
increasing sequence (bn)n≥−1 and a non-decreasing sequence (an)n≥−1 with the following properties:
For all n ≥ −1,

ess sup
Wn

u ≤ bn +Rβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤n

εiβs, ess inf
Wn

u ≥ an −Rβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤n

εiβs (5.18)

and
bn − an = 2εnγ‖u‖L∞(M). (5.19)

Define b−1 = b0 = ‖u‖L∞(M), a−1 = −(2ε−γ − 1)‖u‖L∞(M) and a0 = −‖u‖L∞(M). Then (5.18) and
(5.19) hold for n = −1, 0.
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Suppose that monotone sequences (bn)−1≤n≤k and (an)−1≤n≤k are constructed to satisfy (5.18)
and (5.19) for all 0 ≤ n ≤ k, for some k ≥ 0. Consider the function

vk(x) := ε−kγ

(
u(x)− ak + bk

2

)
.

For all 0 ≤ j ≤ k + 1, using the induction hypothesis, we see that

ess sup
Wk−j

vk ≤ ε−kγ

(
bk−j −

ak + bk
2

)
+ ε−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k−j

εiβs

≤ ε−kγ

(
bk−j − ak−j −

bk − ak
2

)
+ ε−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k−j

εiβs

= (2ε−jγ − 1)‖u‖L∞(M) + ε−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k−j

εiβs (5.20)

and

ess inf
Wk−j

vk ≥ −ε−kγ

(
− ak−j +

ak + bk
2

)
− ε−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k−j

εiβs

≥ −(2ε−jγ − 1)‖u‖L∞(M) − ε−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k−j

εiβs. (5.21)

There are two cases.

Case 1: Suppose that µ(Wk+1 ∩ {vk ≥ 0}) ≥ 2−1µ(Wk+1). Consider

wk := vk + ‖u‖L∞(M) + ε−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k

εiβs.

By (5.21), ess infWk
wk ≥ 0. Further, we have −Lwk ≥ −ε−kγ |f | in Wk. Applying rWEHIβ(s)

(with R replaced by εkR and r replaced by εk+1R) to wk, we obtain

(
1

µ(Wk+1)

ˆ

Wk+1

wδ
k dµ

)1/δ

≤ c1

(
ess inf
Wk+1

wk + (εk+1R)βs
[
T
(
(wk)−, BKεk+1R, B

c
(1−2ε)εkR

)
+ ε−kγ‖f‖L∞(BR)

])
, (5.22)

where c1 and δ are positive constants independent of s, x0, r, R, f, u and k. By the assumption
µ(Wk+1 ∩ {vk ≥ 0}) ≥ 2−1µ(Wk+1), we have

(
1

µ(Wk+1)

ˆ

Wk+1

wδ
k dµ

)1/δ

≥
(

1

µ(Wk+1)

ˆ

Wk+1∩{vk≥0}
wδ
k dµ

)1/δ

≥ 2−1/δ‖u‖L∞(M). (5.23)

Moreover, since Kε < 1/3 and ess infWk
wk ≥ 0, we see that

T
(
(wk)−, BKεk+1R, B

c
(1−2ε)εkR

)

≤ T
(
(wk)−, BεkR/3,W

c
k

)
= sup

x∈B
εkR/3

k+1∑

j=1

ˆ

Wk−j\Wk−j+1

(wk)−(y)J(x, dy). (5.24)
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Let x ∈ BεkR/3 and 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1. Using (5.21) and rTJβ(s), we see that

ˆ

Wk−j\Wk−j+1

(wk)−(y)J(x, dy) ≤ 2(ε−jγ − 1)‖u‖L∞(M)J(x,W
c
k−j+1)

≤ 2(ε−jγ − 1)‖u‖L∞(M)J(x,B(x, 2εk−j+1R/3)c)

≤ 2Λ(1− s)(ε−jγ − 1)‖u‖L∞(M)

(2εk−j+1R/3)βs
.

Hence, from (5.24), using the inequality ab − 1 ≤ bab log a for a > 1 and b > 0 in the second
inequality below, and γ < βs0/2 and sup0<a<1 a

βs0/2| log a| < ∞ in the fourth, we obtain

(εk+1R)βs T
(
(wk)−, BKεk+1R, B

c
(1−2ε)εkR

)
≤ 2Λ(1− s)‖u‖L∞(M)

(2/3)β

k+1∑

j=1

εjβs(ε−jγ − 1)

≤
2γΛ(1 − s)| log ε|‖u‖L∞(M)

(2/3)β

∞∑

j=1

jεj(βs−γ) ≤
2γΛεβs0/2| log ε|‖u‖L∞(M)

(2/3)β(1− εβs0/2)2
.

Combining this with (5.22) and (5.23), we arrive at

ess inf
Wk+1

wk ≥
(
2−1/δc−1

1 − 2γΛεβs0/2| log ε|
(2/3)β(1− εβs0/2)2

)
‖u‖L∞(M) − ε(k+1)βs−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR). (5.25)

Now we choose γ ∈ (0, βs0/2) small enough to satisfy

2−1/δc−1
1 − 2γΛεβs0/2| log ε|

(2/3)β(1− εβs0/2)2
≥ 2−2/δc−1

1 and 2εγ ≥ 2− 2−2/δc−1
1 .

Then, by (5.25), since ak = bk − 2εkγ‖u‖L∞(M) by the induction hypothesis, we deduce that

ess inf
Wk+1

u =
ak + bk

2
+ εkγ ess inf

Wk+1

[
wk − ‖u‖L∞(M) − ε−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k

εiβs
]

≥ ak + bk
2

+ εkγ
[
(2−2/δc−1

1 − 1)‖u‖L∞(M) − ε−kγRβs

(
ε(k+1)βs +

∑

0≤i≤k

εiβs
)
‖f‖L∞(BR)

]

≥ bk − εkγ(2− 2−2/δc−1
1 )‖u‖L∞(M) −Rβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k+1

εiβs

≥ bk − 2ε(k+1)γ‖u‖L∞(M) −Rβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k+1

εiβs.

By letting bk+1 = bk and ak+1 = bk − 2ε(k+1)γ‖u‖L∞(M), we conclude that (5.18) and (5.19) hold
for k + 1.

Case 2: Suppose that µ(Wk+1 ∩ {vk ≥ 0}) < 2−1µ(Wk+1). Define

w̃k = −vk + ‖u‖L∞(M) + ε−kγRβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

0≤i≤k

εiβs.

Following the argument for Case 1, using the function w̃k instead of wk and the inequality (5.20)
instead of (5.21), one can deduce that (5.18) and (5.19) hold for k + 1 with ak+1 = ak and bk+1 =
ak + 2ε(k+1)γ‖u‖L∞(M).
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By induction, we get monotone sequences (bn)n≥−1 and (an)n≥−1 satisfying (5.18) and (5.19)
for all n ≥ −1. Consider any r ∈ (0, R], and let n0 ≥ 0 be such that εn0+1 < r/R ≤ εn0 . By (5.18)
and (5.19), we arrive at

ess osc
Br

u ≤ ess osc
Wn0

u ≤ bn0 − an0 + 2Rβs‖f‖L∞(BR)

∑

i≥0

εiβs

≤ 2εn0γ‖u‖L∞(M) +
2Rβs

1− εβs
‖f‖L∞(BR) ≤ 2ε−γ

(
r

R

)γ

‖u‖L∞(M) +
2Rβs

1− εβs0
‖f‖L∞(BR).

The proof is complete. ✷

Corollary 5.7. Suppose that rWEHIβ(s) and rTJβ(s) hold. Then rEHRβ(s) holds.

Proof. For µ-a.e. x, y ∈ B(x0, R/4), we get from Proposition 5.6 that

|u(x)− u(y)| ≤ ess osc
B(x,3d(x,y)/2)

u ≤ c1

(
3d(x, y)/2

3R/4

)γ

‖u‖L∞(M),

where γ > 0 is the constant in Proposition 5.6. ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.12. The result follows from Theorem 1.9, Proposition 5.5 and Corollary 5.7.
✷

6 Proof of Theorem 1.14

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.14. Throughout this section, we assume that
J(dx, dy) = J(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy) in M×M and (1.12) holds with R0, δ0, σ and θ. By VD, there exists
ε0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

V (x,R) ≤ ε0V (x,
δ0
5
R) for all x ∈ M and R > 0. (6.1)

We begin with two lemmas about geometric properties of (M,d, µ).

Lemma 6.1. Let x ∈ M , R > 0 and E be a measurable set. If

µ (E ∩B(x,R)) ≥ (1− ε20a)V (x,R)

for some a ∈ (0, 1), then for any r ∈ (0, (1 − δ0/5)R], there exists z ∈ B(x,R− r) such that

µ(E ∩B(z, r)) ≥ (1− a)V (z, r).

Proof. Suppose that µ(E ∩ B(z, r)) < (1 − a)V (z, r) for all B(z, r) ⊂ B(x0, R). By the Vitali
covering lemma, there exists a collection {B(zi, r)}∞i=1 of pairwise disjoint open balls with zi ∈
B(x0, R − r) such that B(x0, R − r) ⊂ ∪∞

i=1B(zi, 5r). By assumption, µ (Ec ∩B(zi, r)) > aV (zi, r)
for all i ≥ 1. Using this and (6.1), we get

µ (Ec ∩B(x0, R)) ≥
∞∑

i=1

µ (Ec ∩B(zi, r))

> a

∞∑

i=1

V (zi, r) ≥ ε0a

∞∑

i=1

V (zi, 5r) ≥ ε0aV (x0, R − r) ≥ ε20aV (x0, R),

which contradicts the assumption that µ (E ∩B(x,R)) ≥ (1− ε20a)V (x,R). ✷
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Lemma 6.2. Let E be a measurable set. The function

(x, r) 7→ µ(E ∩B(x, r))

V (x, r)

is jointly continuous in M × (0, R0).

Proof. Let x ∈ M and r ∈ (0, R0). For any (y, r′) ∈ B(x, r/4)× (r/2, R0), we have

∣∣∣∣
µ(E ∩B(x, r))

V (x, r)
− µ(E ∩B(y, r′))

V (y, r′)

∣∣∣∣

≤ V (y, r′) |µ(E ∩B(x, r))− µ(E ∩B(y, r′))|+ µ(E ∩B(y, r′)) |V (y, r′)− V (x, r)|
V (x, r)V (y, r′)

≤ µ(E ∩B(x, r ∨ r′ + d(x, y))) − µ (E ∩B(x, r ∧ r′ − d(x, y)))

V (x, r)

+
V (x, r ∨ r′ + d(x, y)) − V (x, r ∧ r′ − d(x, y))

V (x, r)

≤ 2(V (x, r ∨ r′ + d(x, y)) − V (x, r ∧ r′ − d(x, y)))

V (x, r)
.

Since lim(y,r′)→(x,r)(V (x, r ∨ r′ + d(x, y))−V (x, r ∧ r′ − d(x, y))) = µ({z ∈ M : d(x, z) = r}) = 0 by
the outer regularity of µ and (1.11), the result follows. ✷

We define Jk(x, y) and Nk(x) inductively as follows. Let J0(x, y) := J(x, y) and

N0(x) :=

{
z ∈ M : J0(x, z) ≥

θ(1− s)

V (x, d(x, z))d(x, z)βs

}
.

Let λ ∈ (0, 1) be a constant to be determined later. Suppose that Jk(x, y) and Nk(x) are well-defined
for some k ≥ 0. Set

rk(x, z) := sup

{
r ≥ 0 : r ≤ δ0d(x, z)

10
, ∃w ∈ B(z, r) such that

µ(Nk(x) ∩B(w, r))

V (w, r)
≥ 1− ε20σ

2

}
,

Jk(x, y, z) :=





Jk(x, z)

V (z, rk(x, z))
∧ d(y, z)βsJ(y, z)

V (y, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
if rk(x, z) > 0 and y ∈ B(z, 4rk(x, z)),

0 otherwise

.

Here ε0 ∈ (0, 1) is the constant in (6.1). Then we define

Jk+1(x, y) =

ˆ

B(y,2d(x,y))
Jk(x, y, z)µ(dz),

Nk+1(x) =

{
z ∈ M : Jk+1(x, z) ≥

θλk(1− s)

V (x, d(x, z))d(x, z)βs

}
.

Lemma 6.3. For any k ≥ 0, there exists C > 0 depending on k, s0 and the constants in VD only
such that for any ball B(x0, R) and a function f : B(x0, R) → R,

ˆ

B(x0,R)×B(x0,R)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

≥ C

ˆ

B(x0,5−kR)×B(x0,5−kR)
(f(x)− f(y))2Jk(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy). (6.2)
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Proof. Write aB := B(x0, aR) for a > 0. Clearly, (6.2) holds for k = 0. Suppose that (6.2) holds
for k − 1. We have
ˆ

5−kB×5−kB
(f(x)− f(y))2Jk(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ 2

ˆ

5−kB×5−kB

ˆ

B(y,2d(x,y))

(
(f(x)− f(z))2 + (f(y)− f(z))2

)
Jk−1(x, y, z)µ(dz)µ(dx)µ(dy)

≤ 2

ˆ

5−kB×5−kB

ˆ

B(y,2d(x,y))
(f(x)− f(z))2

Jk−1(x, z)

V (z, rk−1(x, z))
1B(z,4rk−1(x,z))(y)µ(dz)µ(dx)µ(dy)

+ 2

ˆ

5−kB×5−kB

ˆ

B(y,2d(x,y))
(f(y)− f(z))2

d(y, z)βsJ(y, z)

V (y, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dz)µ(dx)µ(dy)

=: 2(I1 + I2).

Using Fubini’s theorem, VD and the induction hypothesis, we obtain

I1 ≤
ˆ

5−kB×51−kB
(f(x)− f(z))2Jk−1(x, z)

V (z, 4rk−1(x, z))

V (z, rk−1(x, z))
µ(dx)µ(dz)

≤ c1

ˆ

51−kB×51−kB
(f(x)− f(z))2Jk−1(x, z)µ(dx)µ(dz)

≤ c2

ˆ

B×B
(f(x)− f(z))2J(x, z)µ(dx)µ(dz). (6.3)

Further, using Fubini’s theorem and Lemma 2.6, we get

I2 ≤
ˆ

5−kB×51−kB
(f(y)− f(z))2d(y, z)βsJ(y, z)

ˆ

B(y,d(y,z)/2)c

µ(dx)

V (y, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dy)µ(dz)

≤ c3
βs0

ˆ

5−kB×51−kB
(f(y)− f(z))2J(y, z)µ(dy)µ(dz).

Combining this with (6.3), we arrive at the result by induction. ✷

For the proof of the next lemma, we adapt the argument from [15, Lemma 4.2]. However, there
was a gap in the last display of their proof: in their notation, the set Ξ may not be contained in
Ωj(x, y). Using Lemma 6.1, we address this issue.

Lemma 6.4. There exists c0 ∈ (0, 1] depending on δ0, σ and the constants in VD only such that if
λ ≤ c0, then for all x ∈ M and k ≥ 0,

{z ∈ B(x, 2R0) : rk(x, z) > 0} ⊂ Nk+1(x).

Proof. Let y ∈ B(x, 2R0) be such that rk(x, y) > 0. We prove that there exists c0 ∈ (0, 1]
depending on δ0, σ and the constants in VD only such that

Jk+1(x, y) ≥
c0θλ

k(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
. (6.4)

This yields the desired result.
Set v0 := y. Since rk(x, v0) > 0, there exists w0 ∈ B(v0, rk(x, v0)) such that µ(Nk(x) ∩

B(w0, rk(x, v0))) ≥ (1 − ε20σ/2)V (w0, rk(x, v0)). We construct sequences (vj)j≥0 and (wj)j≥0 as
follows: Set

ε :=
3δ0 − δ20

5
and K := 1 +

2

ε
.
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If there exists vj ∈ B(wj−1, rk(x, vj−1)) with rk(x, vj) > Krk(x, vj−1), select such vj . Since
rk(x, vj) > 0, there is wj ∈ B(vj, rk(x, vj)) such that

µ(Nk(x) ∩B(wj , rk(x, vj)))

V (wj , rk(x, vj))
≥ 1− ε20σ

2
. (6.5)

If vj is well-defined, then

d(y, vj) ≤ d(y, vj−1) + d(vj−1, wj−1) + d(wj−1, vj) < d(y, vj−1) + 2rk(x, vj−1)

≤ · · · ≤ 2

j−1∑

i=0

rk(x, vi) ≤ 2rk(x, vj)

∞∑

i=1

K−i = εrk(x, vj). (6.6)

In particular, we have 10d(y, vj) < 10rk(x, vj) < d(x, vj) ≤ d(y, vj) + d(x, y) which implies

10rk(x, vj) < d(x, vj) <
10

9
d(x, y). (6.7)

Since rk(x, vj) > Kjrk(x, v0) whenever vj is well-defined, the iterative construction stops after n
steps for some n < ∞.

By (6.5) and Lemma 6.1, there exists w′
n ∈ B(wn, (δ0/5)rk(x, vn)) such that

µ(Nk(x) ∩B(w′
n, (1− δ0/5)rk(x, vn)))

V (w′
n, (1 − δ0/5)rk(x, vn))

≥ 1− σ

2
. (6.8)

By (6.6), we have

d(y,w′
n) ≤ d(y, vn) + d(vn, wn) + d(wn, w

′
n)

< (1 + ε+ δ0/5) rk(x, vn) = (1 + δ0) (1− δ0/5) rk(x, vn). (6.9)

Further, by (6.7), (1− δ0/5)rk(x, vn) < R0. Set A := B(w′
n, (1− δ0/5)rk(x, vn)). Using (6.8), (6.9)

and (1.12), we get

µ (Nk(x) ∩N0(y) ∩A) ≥ µ (Nk(x) ∩A) + µ (N0(y) ∩A)− µ(A) ≥ σ

2
µ(A). (6.10)

For any z ∈ A, we have rk(x, z) ≤ Krk(x, vn) by the maximality of n,

d(x, z) ≤ d(x, vn) + d(vn, wn) + d(wn, z) ≤ d(x, vn) + 2rk(x, vn) ≤
11d(x, y)

9

by (6.7) and

d(y, z) ≤ d(y,w′
n) + d(w′

n, z) < (2 + δ0)

(
1− δ0

5

)
rk(x, vn) (6.11)

by (6.9). Thus, for any z ∈ A ∩Nk(x) ∩N0(y), using VD*, we get

Jk(x, z)

V (z, rk(x, z))
≥ θλk(1− s)

V (x, d(x, z))d(x, z)βsV (z,Krk(x, vn))

≥ c1θλ
k(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βsV (wn, rk(x, vn))
(6.12)

and

d(y, z)βsJ(y, z)

V (y, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
≥ θ(1− s)

V (y, d(x, y))d(x, y)βsV (y, (2 + δ0)(1− δ0/5)rk(x, vn))

≥ c2θ(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βsV (wn, rk(x, vn))
. (6.13)
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Moreover, for any z ∈ A, since

δ0d(x, z)

10
≥ δ0

10
(d(x, vn)− d(vn, wn)− d(wn, z)) ≥

(
1− δ0

5

)
rk(x, vn),

we deduce from (6.8) and (6.11) that

rk(x, z) ≥
(
1− δ0

5

)
rk(x, vn) >

d(y, z)

2 + δ0
≥ d(y, z)

4
. (6.14)

Combining (6.10), (6.12), (6.13) and (6.14), and using VD*, we arrive at

Jk+1(x, y) ≥
ˆ

A∩Nk(x)∩N0(y)
Jk(x, y, z)µ(dz)

≥ (c1 ∧ c2)θλ
k(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βsV (wn, rk(x, vn))

ˆ

A∩Nk(x)∩N0(y)
µ(dz)

≥ σ(c1 ∧ c2)θλ
k(1− s)µ(A)

2V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βsV (wn, rk(x, vn))
≥ c3θλ

k(1− s)

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
,

proving that (6.4) holds. The proof is complete. ✷

In the remainder of this section, we let λ = c0 where c0 is the constant in Lemma 6.4.

Lemma 6.5. For all x ∈ M and k ≥ 0, we have µ((Nk+1(x) \Nk(x)) ∩B(x, 2R0)) = 0.

Proof. By Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem (see [35, Theorem 1.8]), for µ-a.e. y ∈ Nk(x), we
have Rk(x, y) > 0. The result follows from Lemma 6.4. ✷

The proof below is based on that of [15, Proposition 4.3], with some non-trivial modifications
needed since M is not geodesic in general.

Lemma 6.6. There exists a0 ∈ (0, 1) depending on δ0, σ and the constants in VD only such that
the following holds: Let x ∈ M and z ∈ B(x,R0). Set R := d(x, z)/(1 + δ0). For all k ≥ 0, we have
either

B(z,R) ⊂ Nk+1(x) or
µ((Nk+1(x) \Nk(x)) ∩B(z, 2R))

V (z, 2R)
≥ a0.

Proof. By Lemma 6.5, (1.12) and VD, we have

µ(Nk(x) ∩B(z,R)) ≥ µ(N0(x) ∩B(z,R)) ≥ σV (z,R) ≥ c1V (z, 2R). (6.15)

Set σ′ := ε40σ/2 where ε0 is the constant in (6.1). We deal with two cases separately.

Case 1: µ(Nk(x) ∩B(z,R)) < (1− σ′)V (z,R).
Let y ∈ Nk(x) ∩B(z,R) be a Lebesgue point of 1Nk(x). Then there is ly ∈ (0, R − d(z, y)) such

that µ(Nk(x) ∩B(y, ly)) ≥ (1− σ′)V (y, ly). Define

Ay :=
{
(w, r) ∈ B(z,R − ly)× [ly,∞) : d(y,w) + ly ≤ r ≤ R− d(z, w)

}

and Ay
0 := {(w, r) ∈ Vy : µ(Nk(x) ∩B(w, r)) ≥ (1− σ′)V (w, r)} . We have (y, ly) ∈ Ay

0 and (z,R) ∈
Ay \Ay

0. Note that Ay is compact. Thus, by Lemma 6.2 and the intermediate value theorem, there
exists (wy, ry) ∈ Ay

0 such that

µ(Nk(x) ∩B(wy, ry)) = (1− σ′)V (wy, ry). (6.16)
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Note that B(wy, ry) ⊂ B(z,R). We claim that there exists c2 > 0 depending on δ0, σ and the
constants in VD only such that

µ
(
(Nk+1(x) \Nk(x)) ∩B(wy, 2ry)

)
≥ c2V (wy, 2ry). (6.17)

To prove (6.17), we consider the following three subcases separately:

(i) Assume ry ≤ δ0d(x,w
y)/11. For any v ∈ B(wy, ry), we have ry ≤ δ0d(x, v)/10. Hence, by

(6.16), rk(x, v) > 0 for all v ∈ B(wy, ry). By Lemma 6.4, this implies B(wy, ry) ⊂ Nk+1(x). Thus,
using (6.16) and VD, we get

µ
(
(Nk+1(x) \Nk(x)) ∩B(wy, 2ry)

)
≥ µ

(
B(wy, ry) \Nk(x)

)
= σ′V (wy , ry) ≥ c3V (wy, 2ry). (6.18)

(ii) Assume ry > δ0d(x,w
y)/11 and there is a covering {B(wi, ri)}∞i=1 of B(wy, ry) with balls

such that for all i ≥ 1,

ri ≤
δ30
132

d(x,wi) and µ(Nk(x) ∩B(wi, ri)) ≥ (1− ε20σ/2)V (wi, ri).

By Lemma 6.4, we see B(wi, ri) ⊂ Nk+1(x) for all i ≥ 1. Hence, B(wy, ry) ⊂ ∪∞
i=1B(wi, ri) ⊂

Nk+1(x) and (6.18) remains valid.
(iii) Assume ry > δ0d(x,w

y)/11 and there is no covering as in (ii). Then there exists B(w0, r0)
with w0 ∈ B(wy, ry) and r0 := δ30d(x,w0)/132 such that µ(Nk(x)∩B(w0, r0)) < (1−ε20σ/2)V (w0, r0).
Note that

r0 ≤
δ30
132

(d(x,wy) + ry) <
δ20
11

ry. (6.19)

By Lemma 6.1 and (6.16), there exists w′
0 ∈ B(wy, ry) such that µ(Nk(x) ∩ B(w′

0, r0)) ≥ (1 −
ε20σ/2)V (w0, r0). By the continuity of w 7→ µ(Nk(x) ∩ B(w, r0))/V (w, r0), we deduce that there
exists v0 ∈ B(wy, ry) such that µ(Nk(x) ∩B(v0, r0)) = (1− ε20σ/2)V (v0, r0). Since

δ0
11

d(x, v0) ≥
δ0
11

(d(x, z) − d(z, v0)) ≥
δ20
11

R ≥ δ20
11

ry > r0

by (6.19), we have rk(x, v) > 0 for all v ∈ B(v0, r0). Applying Lemma 6.4, we get B(v0, r0) ⊂
Nk+1(x) ∩B(wy, 2ry). Note that

r0 ≥
δ30
132

(d(x, z) − d(z, w0)) ≥
δ40
132

R ≥ δ40
132

d(wy , v0).

Hence, by VD*, we get V (v0, r0) ≥ c3V (wy, 2ry). It follows that

µ
(
(Nk+1(x) \Nk(x)) ∩B(wy, 2ry)

)
≥ µ(B(v0, r0) \Nk(x)) =

ε20σ

2
V (v0, r0) ≥

c4ε
2
0σ

2
V (wy, 2ry).

The proof of (6.17) is complete. By Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem, almost every point
of Nk(x) ∩ B(z,R) is a Lebesgue point of 1Nk(x). By the Vitali covering lemma, there exists a
collection {B(wyi , 2ryi)}∞i=1 of pairwise disjoint open balls with yi ∈ Nk(x) ∩ B(z,R) such that
Nk(x) ∩B(z,R) ⊂ ∪∞

i=1B(wyi , 10ryi) µ-a.e. Using (6.17), VD and (6.15), we arrive at

µ
(
(Nk+1(x) \Nk(x)) ∩B(z, 2R)

)
≥

∞∑

i=1

µ
(
(Nk+1(x) \Nk(x)) ∩B(wyi , 2ryi)

)

≥ c1

∞∑

i=1

V (wyi , 2ryi) ≥ c5

∞∑

i=1

V (wyi , 10ryi) ≥ c5µ(Nk(x) ∩B(z,R)) ≥ c1c2V (z, 2R).
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Case 2: µ(Nk(x)∩B(z,R)) ≥ (1−σ′)V (z,R). If there exists a covering {B(wi, ri)}∞i=1 of B(z,R)
with balls such that

ri ≤
δ30
132

d(x,wi) and µ(Nk(x) ∩B(wi, ri)) ≥ (1− ε20σ/2)V (wi, ri) for all i ≥ 1,

then, by Lemma 6.4, we obtain B(z,R) ⊂ ∪∞
i=1B(wi, ri) ⊂ Nk+1(x). If no such covering of B(z,R)

exists, we can apply the argument from Case 1(iii) to deduce that there exist v0 ∈ B(z,R) and
δ40R/132 ≤ r0 < δ0d(x, v0)/11 such that µ(Nk(x) ∩ B(v0, r0)) = (1 − ε20σ/2)V (v0, r0). Using VD*,
we obtain

µ
(
(Nk+1(x) \Nk(x)) ∩B(z, 2R)

)

≥ µ(B(v0, r0) \Nk(x)) =
ε20σ

2
V (v0, r0) ≥

ε20σ

2
V (v0, δ

4
0R/132) ≥ c5V (z, 2R).

The proof is complete. ✷

Let n0 ≥ 3 be the smallest natural number such that

a0(n0 − 1) > 1 (6.20)

where a0 ∈ (0, 1) is the constant in Lemma 6.6.

Corollary 6.7. For all x ∈ M , we have B(x,R0) ⊂ Nn0(x) µ-a.e.

Proof. Let z ∈ B(x,R0) and set R := d(x, z)/(1 + δ0). If µ(Nn0(x) ∩B(z,R)) < V (z,R), then by
Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, and (6.20), we get

V (z, 2R) ≥ µ(Nn0(x) ∩B(z, 2R)) ≥
n0−1∑

i=0

µ((Ni+1(x)−Ni(x)) ∩B(z, 2R)) ≥ n0

n0 − 1
V (z, 2R),

which is a contradiction. Thus, we get B(z,R) ⊂ Nn0(x) µ-a.e., implying the desired result. ✷

Now we present the proof of Theorem 1.14.

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Let x0 ∈ M , r ∈ (0, R0) and f ∈ L2(B(x0, r)). Using Lemma 6.3 and
Corollary 6.7, we obtain

ˆ

B(x0,r)×B(x0,r)
(f(x)− f(y))2J(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

≥ cn0
1

ˆ

B(x0,5−n0r)×B(x0,5−n0r)
(f(x)− f(y))2Jn0(x, y)µ(dx)µ(dy)

= cn0
1

ˆ

B(x0,5−n0r)

ˆ

B(x0,5−n0r)∩B(x,2·5−n0 r)∩Nn0 (x)
(f(x)− f(y))2Jn0(x, y)µ(dy)µ(dx)

≥ cn0
1 θλn0(1− s)

ˆ

B(x0,5−n0r)×B(x0,5−n0r)

(f(x)− f(y))2

V (x, d(x, y))d(x, y)βs
µ(dx)µ(dy),

proving that rECβ(s) holds with K0 = 5n0 . ✷
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